bi. 


CONFUTATION || 


» 
j 
| 


ſ 


Þ 


{ 
| 


j 


infants Bapriſme 


| Oran Aoſwer, 
To a Treatice written by Grone PAELIirs, 


of Wattertowne in New England, in the defence of 
Infants BAPTISME, 2 the true Church to 
be formed by Baptiſme, and affirming it to be for- 


med by a Covenant acted by a company of belie- 


vers, to become one, and anothers 
amor it themſelves. 


WHEREIN, | | 
Is plainely diſcovered that neither Infants *Paptiſme, 
nor yet ſucha covenant acted, can be Gods ordinance © 
appointed by him for any ſuch end, as to conſtituto 


% 


true viſable Churches: 2 
As alſo that Bapriſme of beleevers, and that only is Gods ors I | 


dinance whereby true viſible Churches are rightly conſti- 


cured and ſt ted in heir true being. 
By THOMAS LAMB E. 


Tben ſa d Peter repent and be baptifed : very one of joa in the name of Chriſt , for the remiſſi 
l on of fies, ana j e ſh l receive the gift of the holy Gboſt, Act. 2. 38. 
He that beleeveth and is baptiſe a bl be /avid, ar. 16. 16. 
Tien ti ey that g ally recrived bis word were baptiſed, and the ſame day there were added is 
the Church tbr:? tuouſand ſeules, Act. 2. 41. 
And as ſuone as they brleived Philip preagbing the things concerning the K;ngdome of God, 
and the name of leſus, they were beptiſ:d beth men and mom n, Act -S. ; z. 
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Voparciall. Reader, that deſiteth truth in 
the love of it, Grace and Peace be multiplyed in this 
lite with Salvation, and happineſſe in the life to 
come through Jesvs CHRIST. 
f nenn zi! e 6 VL 
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> S Reljcion is the meanes of Godsglory and mau, 
happiness ſo ought it to he theprincepall care, ſtudy 
& endeavour of all how to exerciſe themſelvs ther- 
en, ſo as they may accompliſh the propoſed ena; bat 
| as all things that are excellent in nature have their 
Pn, 01 "IM "APPL like; whith evill minded men doe many times male 
uſe of, to deceive; toes and cheate with the falſe colourable ſhew, 
ih thoſe that are more excellent; even ſo 
TRIS cx collent means in the world tending to the 
| ir.) che glory of the great God, and the 
eternall ſalvation of Mꝛle and body at the diy of judgement, is not 
mubout the like falſe colorable ſhew,wherwith > atan & hu miniſters 
dor dectix u, cheate, and tozen foore ſaules, and hereof it comes to 
paſſe, that men doe after a certaine manner tate chaffe for whear, 
dolle for Gold, errour for truth, mans deviſes for Gods pure Ordi- 
nancesʒ and as errour in every ſub jet is dangerom, according 10 
ibe nature of every Saljed about which il is converſant. ſo in relig i- 
on is moſt dangerous i being a ſab ett of the greateſt. conſequence 
that can be: bec iuſe as it is ameanes of Gods gl Ty and our ſalva-. 
tion, ſoit muſt bee a true meanes tending to the accompliſhment of 
the propoſed end, or other wiſe we ſhall or only miſſe the end propeſ- 
Nan A 2 | 


Me i The Epiftle tothe READER. 
cd, but ſhall effe8 a quite contrary end, viz.\the diſbonour of Cod, 
aud the ammation of our ſelves, even by the Religion which we ob- 
ſerve ; yeaalthoarh we he never ſo zralous in it, and therefore it i 
ef ſoeciall conrernment that we take heed that the Religion which we 
doe obſerve be Gods appointment by his reveal:d word, it being his 
prerogative, to be awihor. inſtitulor, framer. ard appointer of all, 
that ſervice, which he will haue men io performe unto h m : and the 
reaſon is becuuſe Gods glory and mans happineſſe is ſo untted toge- 
ther, as the ane is not without the other atainable by man, but only as 
man is led and guided by Godinthe uſe of ſuch meanes as he hath 
appointed in his word; and for ſo much as Gods word doth ſet forth 

hriſt to betbe Mediatour, and principall meanes that. ꝙᷓ oa hath 
is wiſedome and mercy afpointedio glorifie himſ Ife un ihe ſalua 
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tion of man hy and all other meages exerciſtd in Riligion, to bee | 

{cd onlyan ſubordination to him, to the working of i faith in 
him, and theancreaſe of the ſime; Hence theſe t 6nclufidns 7 wg | 
Furſt, That ne a8:0n of Religion performed, thougb'm be rhe thing” 
that 15 expreſſely commanded, pleaſeth. God for u ſelfe. 
Secondly, Goa require h no action of Kaige as be performed 
® without fauh in ihe performer ur ſulsed of i i 3 
35 Thirdly. that God requireth that perſons langbt to believe 1 
4 an Chriſt, a tn an alſuſpcient mcanes of g ng Gods grace n p 
1 our ſaluationm. ln bi 
} Feurtly ,that every action of R 2 ormed inthe name, F 
1 power. auibortiy and Comm ſion of jeſus. Chtiſt. | ; 
11 Fifily,that every action ; Religion be perfirmed by veriue of if 
1 the grace of Chriſt, received by faith, for what ſo ver is not of  » 
$i. Faich is ſin, and without Faich it is impoſſible co pieaſe Gad. 10 
1 Sixtly,abat every addion of Religion ſhould teach us ihe infirm · N © 
I; EEE 
bl ;  Seaveathly,that every adios of Religion ſhould be exerciſed as 6 # 
a ; | ' vn 


acancsiofirenythen our fauh. 
E Eigbih, 
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erformers have no faith in Chriſt, choſe actions are meanes to har- 
den tlie heart againſ{ Chriſ. 5 


Nimtbiy, no affion of Rib gion ought io be performed by any 
man, no noi by the faubfull themſetves. if Chriſt be net by the dire- 
Sion of his word the body (or rather the ſoule) of that action; 


Ana the reaſin f all this ic. becauſe ibe end meaſures ihe mcaveg, 


ard all the aclions of Kel gion, I eing but meanes of ſetting forth of 


Chrift Jclas, the Sonne of God to be thatrue meanes and media- 
ton betweene God and man. that God doth g lorifie hamſelfe an the 
ſalvation of an by. and ihis b. ing the proper end why all the acti- 
ons of Religion are io be performed: namely. ic cauſe our underſtau- 
dergs ie fee, know. and acknonledgethe glory of Gods grace, ſhining 
through that his one, pf TS | 

And b-reupon t 15 that the Order which jeſus Chriſt the Ses 
of God, and grea: Prophet of his Church, hath preſcribed 10 efles 
Religion in ih. hearts and lives of min is thrs : that perſons ſhould 
be firſt ratg't by the prwerfull preathing of the Goſpell, and glad 
* of grate and ſalt ation, wi ich by him is appointed 10 be 

cached 10 all Nation or 10 every creature, that thereby all per- 
ſons heing bor ne in ſinne ard heires of death, might bee cenverted 
and bor ne ag ame by the Dofrine of grace, and made heires of eter- 
nall Ife, and n hen thry Believe and make prof ſion of faith, then 
and mot before to be bapriſed upon ſuch 22 of faith, made in 
the name of tbe Father, who hath adopted inen to be his thild"en in 
the name of the Sonne, by whom they are reconciled in the name 0 
the Holy Ghoſt, by whom they are regenerated into-1he fanh which 
they mate prof (on of * the end is, that thereby I a Lire 
or badge, the) may be diſtinguiſben io belong 191he Church 
of jeſus Chriſt, h ha berruſted them with all his dure. and 
ſperituall Ordinances , as Elettion of Miniſters from amongſt 
themſelves, tog ether wuh all azvene adminifir ation, as a people ca- 


Eightly, that when a®ions of Religion are performed, and thi | 


able 


7 
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pable thereafy and h ih promiſed bis preſence th them, and his 
bleſſingaapagabern inthe ſam?, f'r the df nn peer c and 
 finall perſeverance inthe faith of the ſame, Golpell of grace, even 
whe ſalvauanof their ſuules, and ihmbythe dire! ion of Chris: 
true Religioniſ ſeated inthe world as the true meanes of Gods glo- 
ry and mars huppincſſe. Now S atan the Prince of darkn |ſe, 
as be. irrhe Enemy. of mankind , and ſeches has. deſkraction 
70 the.diſho? ef God, ſo doth he labour in no meanes more 
t ban in thecount erfenting df & eligion, which that he might the bet. 


ter effefbibeſame: dos iransforme himſelfinio an Angell of light, 


nes; or Chriſt p elena, that Religion doi not thrave faſt enough, 
nor members inc reaſe io the church ſo faft a3 theywould have them: 
have ibereforè l) their device perſwaded people that as children 
mere r cumciſed, ſo chi dren af bapuſed perſons ought to be bapti- 
Sell of the gight day, or t leaſt betrmes , and lytheſe meancs have 
they made the Church very great uhough it be not vc ry good for they 
have made and compelled whole Naizons, yea all to be outwardly 
religidus, and whoſo; ver would not be one with them in this their 
Religion, muſt neuber buy nor ſell, nor anjoy bodaly comfarts while 
they Ive, and when they dremuſt not he buried 2 the Chriſtian bu- 
riall: and left this Church thus flated,( alchough uncapable of all 
divine gaminiftr ations inthe true ſervice and worſhip of God, 
ſboult be left without all Religion, baveng none in their hearts, (I 

ale of the Church in xe lation to the conſtitution of it , confuſting 
of bapuſed Infants, meere naturaliſts in which converts are meere 
Accidents, and apperiaine nething tothe nature of that ( hurth ſtatt, 
which is of it ſelf compliat wuhout them) Satan bytle Miniſtery of 


doth drretighem where, when, how 10 pray, and what to pray for ha- 

ving providedprayers ready made for them for all occaſions, n hich 

bath been thought neceſſarj ? and lilewiſe all other ſeruuts are not 
1 . e ba I& E rr 2 Q + & 


oaly 
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rel by tis\ Muni} ers a though ihey were the mmnifiers of rag bteouſ-. 


Autichriſi hath deciſed « Liturgy: Maſſe,or Service- Booke which 


The Epiſtle to the READER. 
only there dire Red but therein provided. and ordered tobe perform- 
ed at all times for the whole ſervice of the Church, which therefore 
is called Divine Service, (alibough there be nothing but humanity 
or worſe is it) the performance of which a it may bewuhou a 
fauh,or ſpirituall ifi, or grace from oof be compleatly done, and 
therefore fit for ſuch a Church, ſo have all manner of perſons in the 
| Nationbeen compelled with great penall Lawes io be frequent at 
ſuch ſervice as if u had bin the only true holy ſpirituall ſervice and 
vor ſbip of God: and yer all this while this is divine ſervice onlyin 
name and not indeed;as the Church is a Church of Chrift in name» 
but not indeed and in truth gs they have the Baptiſme of Chriſt in 
name but not in deed and intruth,and thereupon are theſe (hriſti- 
Ant in name but not indeed andirmh,andſoall Religion is only 
nominall not real,, having great ſhew but no ſubſtance ,” à pitifull 
condition and to be bewayled andyreatl lame nted, and the cauſe of 
allthis is Infants Baptiſme.and the reaſon is evident, if we do not 
willingly but our eyes «g ainſt the manifeſt light , for whereſoever 
Religionis exerciſed upon perſons, before they aretaught 10 be- 
lieve in Chriſt , be errour is as it were in ihe center which proves 
infinite i the cir cumfer once, and wanting religion in the heart:firſt 
all chat ever is done is but vary, hypocraſie, a ſhadow. without a 
' ſubſtance, a body without a ſoale, a 20 without a ter nell; a name 
without the nature of the thing ihe conſideration of all, which miſe- 
rable witcherj and deluſion I being greatly affected with,& conces- 
wing theſe inſuing lines which coſt me much labour, io he profitable 
for the diſtoverj of the ſame, in ſome meaſurethoug ht it not meet to 
letthem lie in obſcurmy.whale I corerved others to have much need of 
hem, & many of my deare friends did earneſt deſirett em the gra- 
i ficatiox, where I could not with modeſty and reaſon tell homt9 
dcny, and being privy to my owne ſincerity, that 1 had no baſe or by 
ende and laſt df all, and moſt of all bezig affected with the glo- 
73 of the great GOD , and the ſalvation of the ſoules of 
Mey _ 


enen 
nen nbich ir the beſt end of all, and honig ue Religion to be 
the diref-meanes, and falſe Relgios ie be the greateſt binderance 
or contradifttonehereunt of which theſe enſucing lines arethepro. 
EFV 
Ihen foreh ante view, reſok ingis abide the hazard nhat ever 
cis come ai ne fir M ſame being confidem of theſe imo concluſi- 
© ans: firſt that if an] ſball be offended at it without a cauſeghere can 
come no hurt to me by it, for whatſoever hurt is done to any 4 
for well doing hurts the doer bu not the perſon to whom the hurt is 
done. beeauſetheydoe but kick againſt pricks, an? perſecire Chiig 
in his members,and Chriſts members in ſuch acaſe ſave hes life e- 
ven in loſing Fit. Secondly, if anyſhallve offended at it with juſt 


_ 


(auſe,reaſon it ſelf binds them to ſbem the ſame,andihat ſball be for 
my benefit alſo, hecauſe therby Imay come to ſee mine gun fir mis, 
_ while [have tame to mend it, and io get greater ſtr eng th, which is 
the greateſi benefit of all having a mind aſwell to ſee and heare from f 
others, as 10 ſpeak my ſelfe , knowing that he can never be @ good 
teacher that is nat agood learner : Courteous Reader therefore 
| whoſoever thow art let me intreat thee to read ox er this Booke, with 
an impartial ee try it. and ſearch ut narrowly. and if good come to 


thee by it let God have the glory of it, if any thing be evill, ler me if 
bave thy loving admonitionum that particular, and in ſo doing thou at 
ali performe a good Office of love tothe truth, and to me alſo, Cut a 
a my whole intention is in it 10 ſer forth the truth ſo am I noi prity Se 
of any thing impertinent 1o that purpoſe, and if thou upon ſearch 51 


| ſha't finde it ſo, and ſhalt pro fu by it to il ſaving inſtrudtion 
; 4nd ſor les beabh, 1 all have my deſire aud ev er reſt, | 


Thine in the Lord, 


THOMAS LAMBE. 
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InranTs Barris ME, 


ES Oraſmuch as by the providence of our good and 
gracious God, there hath come a writing unte 


my hands, which containerh tome Arguments 

tor the defence of /»fanrs Baptiſme, written by one 
8 Ccorge Phillips, bearing the name of Paſtor, of the 
(hurch of Watertown: in New England. as the 
ſame writing doth expreſſe. I ſhall endeayour therefore briefly 
and plainely, as God ſhall enable me to make anſwer thereunto, 
and firſt this Author Matter Philips before he comes to the Ar- 
gaments , doth tet downe certain propoſitions to make way, 
as he (auth, tor the better underſtanding of his reaſons, and the 
firſt 1s this, 

. 1. Thatibe Scriptures containing the eld and new Teftament , are 
fullof ſatrsf action, and area moſji perfect rule of ali hings concerning faith 
and Orger : ſo that in theſe refpetts nothing in 10 ve urged as neceſſarie, 
er allowed as la wſull but what ty contained herein; | 

Anſwer, This Propoſition is holy juſt and good, the ſecond 
followes. | | 
Wharſoever can by jaſt eenſequence be drawne from any pate Serip= 
ture, expounded in their largeſt extent, in truly comained in them, aſwell 
4 that which # ſet downe in expreſſe tearmes , a#d/o it 1s of the ſame 
| | 5 


_— 
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ree with that expreſſed in any caſe:ſo whatſoever can is collectad by tru, 
— "A P ſet — is commanded, as tell tbat which 
i expreſſed elſe bow could all aur duties to Ged and man be contained 
is the teh word or how could any duty bind but that which is exyreſca?ſo 
eur Sap, M at. 4. o. argeth the Divell with this word only, which 
is not the text expreſſed in Deut. but yet truly dramne from thence, 
eAnſwer, I ſee no inconvenience in this propoſition neither, 
in the third which followes. 

That the tender of ammertality and happi nes by God auto mankind, hath, 
beens diſpenſed two wayes, firſt unto Adam and all mankind in h loy nes 
by the Lam upon condition of perfil} obecicuce thereto in mans om ne per- 
ſonallrighteouſreſſe : 2. After Adam wine by an Evangelicall Co. 
venant made with the ſecond Adam, the Lord from Heaven and all the 

Eladct predeflinated uvts adoption of Somſhip, iu him, as the common root 

of them all; which (meaning the Covenant though it be one and the 
ſame for ever in (ubſtance, from the time ef the firſt promulgation wniill 
this day, and ſo tothe end, jet it bath admitted of variation in the cir. 
cumſtance thereof, 4s is cleare from foure ſeverall and remarkable peri- 
ods ; the ff from Adam fain to Abraham, ander 4 promſe of the 
ſecd of the Woman, Gen. 3.15. 1 

The ſecond ſrom Abrahams time te Moſes inthe wilderneſſe, in ſub. 
Paxcc the ſame with the former, the ſeed of the woman, to proceed from 
Abrahams nes inthe fleſh ſucceſſively, but differing from the former, 
S#npaſſing the promiſe into a ſolemre fpriuzall Covenant made with Abra- 
ham, 45 the Father of al the bleſſed, aud all bleſſing ſeed, and of al belie- 
vers of all Nat ions, end confirmed by the ſigne of ( ircumciſi ion, the ſeale 
ef the rigbtecuſneſſe of faith, which he had bring yet uncircumciſed. 

T he third from Moles tillibe tims of Chrifts comming in the fleſh, and 
this ig the ſame in ſubftarce with the former, but differing the manner of 
diſpencing in drawing a vaile of ſhadows over it , conſiſting of all thoſe 
Lawes written in tone, and all theſe Ordinances divulged from Mount 
Sinai, ante «Abraham: poſterity in the fleſh, wherewnto was added be- 
Ades the former ſeals of circumciſion, the Ordinance of the Paſſeover, 
and this (and wor the former period) w id called the Old Teftament, or 
Law ratified by the death and blond of Bulls and Goates, Cc. and ſbad. 
dewes of better things without the application whereef, they purified on) 
| 722515 and not the conſcience. 
 Thefourth begins,when the Senne of God wa; manifefted in the 415 
— q |; | The 
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| Infants "Baptiſme. z 
and fill cominacs, ealled the new Teſtament and vatifiea by the | 
and death ofthe Lord leſus the Toſtator, who being — = 

es is uteri removed, and the Moſaicall adminiſtration quite 4- 
boliſhed: the Ola being done away that the New wight bee eff 4- 
blyhed that cannot bes remoried, and this is welle be heeded that al the 
Scriptnres in the Old Te/tamem, that foretell a removal, and diſnnnt.. 
lizg of the (ovenant, and the Scriptures inthe new that tell of the abo. 
lithing that wes foretold, as alſothe making of 4 new Covewant is to bee 
under jtvod of bas period from Moſes to Chriſt, and wot of that of Abra- 
ham te Moſes, and the oppoſition that is made inthe Seriptmre , is be. 
rwcene that of Moſes. and this under Chriſt. 

Anſw. To this propoſitiou I have many exceptions againſt 
the ſame, and though you profetle your ſelte to be a Paſtor, yet 
ou muſt give me Ic ave to tell you, that ſuch Doctrine as this 
doth declare that ſuch a name doth not (or wy bn agree uuto 
you in that it is not wholſome food for Chriſts ſheep but a bar- 
ren wilderneſſe or rather hurtfull, and effecting noyſome diſ- 

eaſes tending to death. 8 

Firlt therefore 7 — limit the Reprobates from the tender 
of immortaljey and happines from God by means of the ſecond 

Aden, 1 conceive you dire, becauſe then how can they be faid 

to refuſe the call of God, Prov. r. 24, and put away the word of 

God from them, thereby judging themſelves unworthy of eve - 

laſting life, 4#- 13.46 ? or make God a lyar. 1. eu 5 T. or how 

ſhould unbeliefe be a ſinne. /o 16. 9. but this by the way. 
Seeondly to your third period, I ſay the ordinances deliverd 
in Aeſes time, was not a vay le ſimply conſidered but in reſpect 
that CHriſt which was contained in them was not underſtood by 
the Jewes, which reſted in the deed done. 
hirdly, to your third period, whereas you fay, that this/and 

not that in the former period) was called the Old T-/ftament, I 

know no reaſon why you ſhould fo conclude eſpecially the ra- 

ther ſeeing you make all your foure periods, to proceed from tha 

Evangelicall Covenant, only varying in circumſtances . which 

if i: be ſo, 1conceiveyou will find no other difference between 

Ola Tefftament and New properly : but the time b. fore the com- 

ming of Chrift in the fleſh and the time ſince: for 4 No. 

4h and Jacob, offered — as well as the Ifrael ite: did - * 

2 


4 4 Confutation of 


Gad did never appoint the ten Commandements, nor the Or- 
Tag ie by the Leviticall Prieſthood, to the end, 7 
that the performers ſhould be ſaved without faith in Chrift,and , 
titis you ſay that they were ſhadowes of better things, without J 
the application whereof they purified only. the fleſh andnot the I 
conicience: and the lacrifices of Abell, Noah, Abraham,and laced, [ 
(and Carcumciion as well as the Paſſeov er) were ſhadowes of 1 
better things, without the application whereof , they purified f 
only the fleſh, and not the conſcience of him that did the ſer- v 
vice: therefore both thoſe two periods were as well the Od Je- 4 
flament as the other, by your one Argument. n 
And therefore to your fourth period, which you ſay, begins ye 
when the San of God was maniteſtcd in the fleſh, and ſtill con- th 
tinues, called the new. I eſtameni, and ratified by the death and 
bloud of the Lord Jeſus the Teſtator,who being come, the vaile = 
of ſnaddowes is utterly removed: I would aske wherher circum- bi 
cifion,and the ſacrifices that were adminiſtred before eie or 
time, be ndt quite aboliſhed (the Old being done away that the or 
New e (which cannot be 1 as well of 
as thoſe in Hoſes time chixdl/ if yea: then this. ia well to be de 
hecded;zthat all the Sctiptures in the Ola Teſtament that foretell | C4 
a removall, and diſanulling of the Covenant, and the Scriptures | 
in the New; that tell of the aboliſhing that was foretold, as alſo | Sy 
of the making a new Covenant is to be underſtood, as well of E th 
the whole time before the comming of Chriſt. as of that be- | ba 
tweene Moſes and Chriſt, and thus is your propoſition aniwerd 3 
and refuted. | bu 
Tour fewrth propoſitions this, that children are capable of the Spirit but 
of God, and of the grace of the Covenant, and whatſoever men of years pre 
are capable of, though not wrought in the ſame way and by the ſame of: 
meanes, yet the ſans: things, and by the ſame ſpirit ſo farre as is neceſſa- anc 
ry to umon with ¶ Hriſt, and juſtification to life thereby. tol 
Arſw. This I grant, as they are Subjects for God to work up- any 
on, but this is not manifeſted t us, neither can it be concluded | luc 
by us to belong to this child more than to that or the children nat 
of beleevers, more than to the children of Infidells, or unbe- did 
LE... ..- | | it te 
And where it is ſaid, wor in the Iudgement we can have of men of we 


geares 


Infants Baptiſme. 5 
yeares i allible, but that we may be miſtaken, as in theeaſe of Symon 
__ Ianſwer, it doth not follow from hence, that we ſhould 
have no Judgement of them, becauſe we cannot have an intal- 
lible Judgement; now / if it be concluded that weought to judge 
probably, according to the profesſion of Faith made bv them: 
laske then how we ſhall come to the tame. maniteſtation 
from Ife: which when we can, let them be baprited ; for it 
we ſhould doe it before, we do not only walke Without rule, but 
alſo it may be ſaid to us in this caſe, as Chriſt ſaid to the wo- 
man of Haris in another caſe, I“. 4. 22. Ye worſhy that which 
je know not; and as God ſaid to che JWes, {ſa. 1. 1 2. ll ho required 
this at your hand.? 2 0 
The fifth Propoſition followes, „ 
That bapr:ſwec 13 nor th e firſt grace but a ſecond, nor doth it confer grace, 
but 15 given to confir me th: former, mhich therefore maſt be preſuppoſed, 
or elſe not to be adminiſtred ; and it in the ſeale of the New Teſtament, 
or of the righiteouſneſſe of Faich now to all, that are partukers thereef, as 
of old ( ircumciſion, nato them Rom. 4 11. only by baptiſme In 1 b 
derſiandihat outward part, admmifired by a lamfull Qi, miſter of the _—_— | 
Church which may, and tos often 15 ſeparated from the inward ( though 
it ought not to be) and jet remainesirne baptiſme ſo aaminiſtred, elſe 
Symon Magus, and thoſe falſe brethren, Gal.2 being net baptiſed wah 
the in. ard were not baptiſed : and if they haarepented wuſt have beene 
baptiſed anew. | 
An/, To this J anſwer, that lat iſme (be ing not the firſt grace 
but a ſecond, as your ſelfe confeſſe, nor doth it conterre grace, 
but is given to confirme the former, which therefore muſt be 
preluppoſed or elſe not to be adminiſtred: is well to be heeded 
otall : but eſpecially of thoſe which will have 1-fazts baptited : 
and yet have no ground to conclude; that they have a firſt grace 
tobe confirmed by that meanes ; neither have they ground tor 
any ſuch preſuppoſition; neither will, Kom. 4. 11. prove any 
ſuch thing ; for that only proves that circumciſion was in the 
nature of it, a ſeale of the righteouſneſſe which is by faith and 
did ſeale it up to Abrabars that had faith: but as it did not ſeale 
it to them that had no faith: ſo no more was it any ground why 
we ſhould preſuppoſe faith formerly in all the ſubjects, upoite, 
= DB 2 whom 


* y * F of 4% 
r Pay - 
" — 
— m_—_ 
ly 8 . * 


5 . A Conſutation of 


whom it was adminufiged - neither was that the ground why it 
was adminiſtred; but the command of God, and — Why 
God commanded it to Abraham touching his ſeed, was not 
Lecaule Alrabam was bound to believe and preſuppoſe, that 


- 


all his Seed, and his Seeds Seed, throughout their. Generations, 


| 
were made partakers of Union with ( ret, and Juſtification | 
to lite by the Spirit ot God, (as is inſinuated in the connexion f 
of the fourth and fitth Propoſitions) but that God did by this | 
meanes take and diſtinguiſh the poſterity of brabam to be poſ- 1 
ſeiled by his favour and goodwill of Lawes and Ordinances, Mi- 
matters. Services, Saccitices Tabernacle and Temple, and all o- \ 
ther thugs which were meanes to typiſie, lead and point out to c 
them Chriſt which was to come : whuch was a choyce tayour a 
beyond any that was beſtowed upon any other Nation or Peo- f 
plè: belides, Deut. 7. 6. 7.8.9. Rem. 9. 4. J. Plel. 147. 19, 20. and a 
this was the end why the ſeed were required to be circumciſed 
at eight dayes old, that they being diſtinguiſhed by this means, h 
and thereby intereſſed into the participation of cheſe Priviled- 1 
ges. Rem. 3. l. 2. might be trained up therein; and Whoſoever elſe 5 
of any other Nation would circumciſe themſelves and their 2 
Males might come and be partakers of theſe Priviledges with * 
the poſterity of 4% ben, Exed. 12 48. though there were no — 
ground to preſuppoſeę a firſt grace to be confirmed in them by 
Circuinciſion. 0 
Secondly, I anſw r to the limit ation of your conception to be 
the outward part of Baptiſme,. which may and coo ott is adm. 
niſtred. teparated from the inward, though 1: ought not to be) Ky 
which yet remaines true Baptiſme ſo adminiſtred or elſe Sm | 
A gus and thoſe falſe brethren, G-1. 2. being not bapriſcd wi h * 
the inward, were not baptiſed, and if they had repented nuuſt "_ 
have beene baptiſed anew ; ) that there 15a great difference to be in 
put betweenc falſe brethren and no brethren , becauſe thoſe tale 
_ which arefalſe ſeeme to be true but thoſe that arꝰ no brethren, = 
not ſo much as in ſhew, there is not ſo much as a ſhew for any mY 
brotherly action to be exerciſed upon them; and th. reaſon = 
— — remains true Baptiſ ne u on the one which mah ew. 7 
and not upon the other which makes no ſhew is becauſe Gods = 


authority in his command goes with the one and not wn 
41. 6 i | ot er; 


* Tufants Bapti ſme. 7 
other; and this appeares becauſe Baptiſme being an action of 
Religion to be exerciſed by the niniffery of men r it is required 
that they adminiſter the tame upon beleevers, which if they ap- 
peare, ſo they are to judge, and who can judge ns otherwiſe but 
by appearance, it being Gods Prerogative to ſearch the heart; 
but when there is no externall maniteſtation appearing from 
the ſubject. then it Baptiſme be adminiſtred, it is meer humane 
invention becaule there is no authority of God for ſuch an Ad- 
miniſtra tion: now it is the Authority or command ot God , 
which gives a being to every adminiſtration in Religion ; and 
whatſoever hath not a being from God cannot be called his Or- 
dinance; hereupon it tolloweth that whentocver Baptiſine is 
adminiſtred upon ſuch a ſubject as maketh no externall manife- 
ſtation of Faith. this Baptiime hath no being from God, but is 
an humane device. 

Tour 6. Propoſition & thy, that as of old more was required of Abra- 


ham and men of yeares when they were eircumci ſed. then of I ſhmael or 


Haac, or other Infants cominnally circumciſed afterwards; ſo new in ad- 
mmſtring Baptiſme to perſons, more is required of men ef yeares then of 
infant; as of Abraham God required Faith, inthe bleſſed ſeed ; but 
rot the ſame of Iſaac; for of men of yeares Faith i tobe required, and 
wuſt be, that a man may be baptiſed ; but not the ſame of lufants &c. 
To which Janſwer, that more was in Abraham then in /ſaac, 
when they were circumciſed; I grant, but that more was requi- 
red in the one then in the other, without which he might not 
be circumciſed, is eaſilier ſaid then proved, in the 17. ot Geneſis, 
10. and 13. verſe, it is ſaid that Abrabam mult circumciſe all 
the males which were borne in his houſe, or bought with his 
money, and verſe 23. it is iaid, that Abraham tooke Iſhm his 
ſonne which was then 13. yeares old, verſe 25. and all the Males 
in his houſe, and circumciſed them the ſame day. as God had 
ſaid; ſome were men of yeares, as verſe 27. yet God did not re- 
quire of Abrabam concerning his males, nor did Abrabam re- 
quire of them in relation to any rule preceding any prerequiſite 
conditions, without which they were not to be circumeiſed; 
the contrary is more probable by farre : namely, that they were 
to be circumciſed, is abſolutely commanded", and they were in 
no wiſe to neglect the ſame, and ſo to doe were ſinfull, but that . 
prere- 
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$ 
g rereguiſite conditions in them, without which they were not 
b rcumcilel is not ſo much as intimated to be appointed. 
eln Exos. 12, 48. it 15 ſaid, if any will obſerve the Paſſeoyer, 
Citcumciſion of all his males is required to prgeced as a generall 
Law to the home · borne and to the ſtranger, but to the partici- 
pation of Circumciſion of himſelfe, and all his males alto , no- 
thing is required to precede. Now in the new Teſtament there 
is a Miniftery ordained of God for che miniſtration of Bapriſme 
but in the time of the law there was no uuinittery appointed for 
Circumciſion, but the head ot every Lamily only ſtood charged 
with that worke to ſee the accompliſhment thereof. 
And hereot came another difference, that in Baptiſme chere 
is a lett ſpoken of, as 40. 8. 36. 10 47. that it Faith did. not ap. 
f py at leaſt externally to the Miniſter , he might not adunni- 
ſter Baptiſme : but in Circumciſion, any man might cucum- 
ciſe e and his males, and thereby become a i'roiclyte, 
without any fore-going condition; becauſe diere was no order 
or ſtate of men appointed by God to require any ſuch thing of 
him before; and cher<tore in that reſpect, no let ipoken of in 
Scripture. ws | 8 
But the maine difference appeares in that God ne ver appoun- 
ted a teaching Miniſtery to precede Circuniciſion to the Per- 
ties required io be circumcited,, as now he hath to all che Par- 
ties required to be baptiſed, even from that time to the end ot 
the World Mt. 28. 18,19, and hereupon ariſeth anocher diffe- 
Tence, even in the Conſtitution of the true viſible Church, 
which then was conſtituted by naturall generation of r m! 
naturall ſeed, but now is conſtituted by ipirituall regencrarion of 
Abrabzws \piricuall feed, by the means of the preaching ot the 
8 even called Saints at leaſt to far as men can judge. as all 
Epiſtles ot ?-»/ to the © ſurches do plainly prove; and by all 
this is your inſinuation of the Baptiſme of Intants tak. n av ay, 
Further. I cannot but take notice of a contradiction betwecn 
this Propoſition and your fitth Propoſition - in which you iay 
Faith or q firſt grace muſt be preſuppoſed, or elſe Pap iſme not 
to be adminiftred : but here you fay that of men cf v cares ach 
is to be required: and muſt be, that a man may be be ptiſed but 
not the tame of Infants; how you will reconcile this 2 tra- 
10N, 


Inſant: Hapri ſme. | © 
dition I doe not yereanccive;-if you will aythat grace may: 
be, though not mon in Infants — Atwos of yeares, that ms 
able to maniſeſt what is in them ;i ſuch manitcttation is to be 
required from them. without which they are not to be baptiſed: 
Ia that this is no reconciliation of the contradiction; for as 
grace may be in Intants and not knowne, ſo it may not be, as it 
is not know ne to be ; but _ ſay Baptiſme'is given to confirme 
the former grace, which therefore muſt be ee or elſe 
not be admin iſtred; and here you ſay, that of men of yeares 
Faith is to be required and muſt be, thata man may be bapti- 
ſed; but not the ſame ot Infants : now whatſoever is to be pte. 
ſuppaſcd, muſt be, and muſt be required to be, or elſe baptiſme 
not to be adminiſtred, and yet the tame not required to be in In- 
fants, and yet Infants to be baptiſed; is an apparant contradiQi- 


on, becauſe whatſoeyer is not to be required to be in Parties to 


be baptiled, is not to be preſuppoſed to be, or elſe baptiſme not 
to be admmiſtred. And thus have I made Anſwer to your fixth 
ben and now I come toffſour Arguments, the firſt 
* che ui e e: 

It * vader Chriſt be the ſame that wa: with Abra- 
ham and his Poſterity inthe Fliſh ; then as Infants were thenpartakers 
of the Covenant, and regervedthe Scale thereof, Circumciſion ; ſo are In- 


£ 


fants partakersof the Covenant, and ought to recetv the Scale thereof, 


BA,, n wth te AS 5 6 St $8 oe 
2 Covenant now under (rift is the ſame that was b fore Chriſt, 
with Abraham and his poſterity in the fleſh ; Ergo, + 139 7 
To which Ianſwere, denying your Antecedent; namely. that 
the Covenant now under Chritt is the ſame that was before 
Chriſt with 4brabaw and his poſterity in the Fleſh, and for the 
clearing up of my grounds of this Anſwer, I deſire to ſhew/con- 
cerning this Covenant made with brabam in Gen. 17. 7. 
what it was not; ſecondly, what it was 3 thirdly, that we have 
13 tack Govegane now 2 the time fince Chriſts comming in 
the floſh concermangguriced. + oo tn 
_ Firſt the 72 God did never promiſe to ſave any of Abrahams 
children for 16rab4es fake: ſecondly, nor yet for His faichs ſake ; 
Fan, 1 Fader nc fleſh " jap 
e — unne ANG cen, as 
| irſt the ref gam WAS — | : $i — 


1. 4 Confutation of 
_ other: , and was ſaved through — 2 2. 56. 
Heb. 11. TJ. Ran. 4. 1. 2+ Gal. 3. 6. therefore 4br 
anne y the 
undeferved grace and merey of God chrough the Mediator 


. 
not fur his faiths ſake: firt, becauſe faith is not a 
— it being that by which a man believes the fa. 
voir of God in Chriſt; ſecondly, becauſe if it were, then Chriſts 
Doctrine ould prove falte Job. 3. 3-vcrily, verily ſaith Chrift, 
Excepe 4 nan be berwe age, be canner Jas the Rg of God; third. 
V if it were fo, then God ſhould fave ſome, the ſalvation of 
would brin no glory to God at all: and the reaſon is, if 
oe that have no faith in their one hearts, on 
their Parents have believed for them: then Kull 
that ſome ſhould be ſaved which neither know their own 
y.tror Gods mercy, nor witedome, nor power, nor juſtice, 
rgoodncfic ; and fo r know not how to be thank- 
for an benefit, ſ y know none, which is con 
to the end for which he ſaveth men, which 1s the praiſe of his 
ownename: befides, this is further proved by theſe Texts of 
Scriptuite, Hab. 3. 4. The juſt ſhall live by his Faith, Ge#. 6.5. 
Every man ſhall beard his own burthen, Ez. 18. 20. beſides in 


Ife ie. 2 Row. 9. 22. it is ſaid, though Iſrael be as chen 


of the Sea; yet but a Remnant of them ſhall be ſaved ; all 
yeth that the Ifraclites were not ſaved for Abraham: 


© neither did God ever promiſe to give faith to all A. 

an Dofteriry? in thefleſh: Ful becauſe i fu is impoſſible that 
ch 1 thould lie; but it he promiſed to give faith to them all. 
and did not, then he did lied? but that i 1 le therfore he never 


ly, God blathes the unprofitablenefle of the Tewes, in 


pect of t 
bound himſelfe to worte in them what hee required of them 
"#<ontradiftion ; therefore he did not promiſe ſo to doe; 
o meh of the fir dt particular, what it 15 not. 
rondly, Lam now to ſhew what it is, and I fay,God did com- 
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upon dbrah am: Poſterity mthefleth, 5 


Infants *Baptifme. - 
thereby take, conſecrare, ſep Fparne, It er rt and diſtinguiſm 
tobe by tus favour, rd good qr ar 


them td 
with 175 9 awes and Ordinances, Fr 28 Services, Sacri- 


ices, „Ar and Temple, and all other things which they 
pert elle by 57 ap erden of God afterwards, which were 
es wy ihe and point out to them, and lead them unto 
Chriſt, wh 1 Was to come, Gal. 3. 23,24, 25. and unto this peo- 
pleand Potterit ot Abrabam did give a holy Land ſeparate from 
20 other, for a place for them to dell in, and did appoint a Ci- 


tie in that Land ſeparate from all others to be N in 


tab. 4. 20. Dest. 12. 5. 6, 12, 13, 18,26. and in that C ity did 
dr a ne Lene for to offer facrifices in by the Miniſtery ofthe 
they mightnot offer xs de which was a Pri 
Pr that no other Nation enjoyed, Des. 7.6 7 8,9. Ko 9. 4,5. 
7 ſal. 147. 19, 20. and whoſoever would be circumciſed might 
come to Terulalem, and be poſlefled with the ſame Prixiledges, 
hw they and all that belonged unto thein, both children 
e , Exo. 12. 48.49. but theuncircumciſed Man-child in 
whole f ed forc-skin is 7 Circumcited, even that petſo 
ſhall be cut off from among his people, Cen. 17.14. and thu 81 
have eee the Fong 0d partctlar 2 it 1 Now followeth 
the third that we ſince have no ſuc h Coevnant concer- 
ning our En i ſeed, ee there is no Chriſt now to come to 
be 1 y ſuch meanes as was then, and the neceſſary ab 
—* ofthe truth, or thing re Le rin ence} or the 
pe, and the neceſſary preſence of or thing typ 
require the abſence * Han 7 N 
e fleſhly ſeed of Graham was a type of Chriſt the 
true pfomulſeg ſeed, is manifeft in Gal. 3. ver. 16. compared with 
19. Where Paul ſaith to Abrabam and his ſeed were the Promiles 
made; he ſaith not and to thy ſeeds, as of many, but and unto 
thy ſedd as of one, which is Chriſt ; and — ap 19. he ſaith, the 
Law was added till the ſeed came, unto Which the promiſes were 
made, (which was Chriſt) here Paul. by the po Power of the Spirit 
doth i interpret the pr eren of God to Abrabam, Gar. 1 7˙7. (Where 
Sa faith, Kale el . Covenant betweene nie and thee, 
by n ir Generatpons © for 119405 exerlaſt ing 
Tora t to be Sogar unto thee * to thy ſeed afterithee) in re- 


* , —_ - 
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Hol che ſeed to be meant in the ſingular number (namelyof 
ne) wh; » Chriſt: meh da e 15 N ea 
e ma uni ood , which make u e myltic 
2089 Pei d one e him by taith: Ke the head A. A0 and they the 
thbers:'! ſhall freely grant it to be ſo according, to 1 Cor. 12. 12. 
ut noh it remaides how we may conceive the natural l feed 
to be itite rpreted to be Chriſt , who did not believe ſurely, no 
8 "P but ceremonially and typically. even as the male which 
was to becircunicited did; and the Lambe to be eaten at the 
afſcoverwasto bea Male, and all the firſt borne males both 
an ahd beaſt were called holy, to be offered to the Lord in 
Prall relation to Chriſt the true prop 1 10 wi come, the 
chen when Chriſt the true promi 115 come, the 
n che fleſh char led to Chriſt, ccaſed. 5 


iſt, and not before; at which time the diſtinction 
differen: holinefle betweene Tew and Gentile ceaſed, li 10. 
15 1965 "2. 1.4.1 1925 Ng 1 I. 20. it is ſaid, through n 
they - now, it is a feſt the 7 were the true 
Este el me Cath 3 and then broken off through 
unbelicte: wh ay. werenot the ne in the fin of unbelicte be- 
ery no doubt; why ?'then were they not broken off be- 
fore; *andwhy then? Ther reaſon is becauſe the time of faith was 
me, ard therefore now they were broken off through unbe- 
liefe; Sed was come, therefore the naturall Sec: grated; 
Chet was Conn, therefore the Law Tealed ; as long as the La 
aſted they did remaine in the Church by being ie 
15 ohlery nn the Rites and Ceremonies of the Law, though 
775 ſt el but when the time of faith was 
1 13. 25. Then they were no longer in the Covenant and 
5 18 0 ſerving the Rites and Ceremonies of the Law, 
hien they entred into no by Circunicifion ; but now the 4705 were 
Nee een nb beliefe A notes out unto us t | 
in that Church before Chriſt in tlie time of the law: — tu 
in 18 F: KC urch fince Chriſt in the time of the Gol- "|: 


theſis 
Pell, W Ppon 8 ounds; for the ſtanding in that Church . 
wasf «ie Fi wr ed,and obſerving the Rites and Ceremo. 2 
Wee Law: b ore ſanding in thys Church is by Aren 27 
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Hes. . 1 20 . 2 | ent . 
Heb. 9.18.” Secondly, jt ixcalled the carngll Commandement 


£1977 


Inf, ant s. Baptiſt me. Iz 
being baptiſed into the ſame faith, A. 2. 38, 41. Ioh. 4. I. Gal. 3. 
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cipation of theſe meanes doe make the 


this 


Ch 
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chit fince Chriſt is called the he oe e bee Hife Fark. 4. 
16. Thirdly: it is calied a — Teſtameiit in oppoſition 
ro er Teſtament; eſtabliſhed upon better promis Hes. 8. 
dürchly ics called impotent, 1 beggerly rudiments in re- 
of Chriſt, which is the end of them, Zi 9. Col. 2 8. 
Fiftly, it's called a yoke of bondage, in oppoſition to the li. 
berty and freedome which comes by the Goi pell, Gl. 5. . A. 
15. 10. Sixtly it's called lersſalem below , or curb m oppof. 
tion to rale, above Celeſtiall: and Heav ich is the 
prividedge of the viſible Church in the New Teſtament, 6. 
4. 25, 26. Heb. 12: 22. Seventhly it's called a Law, and a School. 
maſter - the rudiments of the world: the cime figce Chriſt the 
tine offaith, G44, ;. 19. 23, 24 and4. 3,4. Fightly, it's called 


{ 

| Kandel, of the ion Wall, the Law of Commandements 

anding in Ordinances: yea hatred, or the cauſe of hatered in 

oppoſition to the unity, and peace that comes by the Goſpell, , 

EP 2. 14, 15. Col. 3. 14. and hereupon 8 chat on. ; 

5 hperſons ate to be admitted unto theſe G. e t 

648 actuitable chercunto. ” f 
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= Therefore Fealy ſuchare 108 28 88 theGoſpell-pri- as 

F riley 2 ne 1 before Chriſt, ſuch as would cir- by 

| ile, eus _ and their males and obſerve the Law in 2 

Bede ig and Ceremonies thereof, together: with their chil 15 

| cred generation were the ſeed, and in Covenant with that 5 

urch. | A ni 

„ now. ince Chajit only ſuch ag Reps i Chrift and are the 

ther er berger ar in. Auna 16 

ba Chnrch.! The -oofcof Fs Tleere „Hirſt, becauſe dif 

none of ch Haturall ſeed Abraham, are in the coycnant by Co 

vertie ofany! abel & relation, x ugh they di 
JewMlChizch till the death of Civift: and a 


then ceaſed, ſotheir being inthe Church by a naturall relation 
ceaſed allo, Act. Io. 28. Row. Jo 8.Gal, . 28. 31 . E. 3. 7. 9. I4. 16, 
15.24.26. 29. Secondly the reiten haye no naturall relation 
to become Abrabams iced by: and therefore à believers child can- 
not become the ſeed of Abraham by being the ſeed of a believer, 
unleſſe ſuch children doe believe themſelves, and cannot other- 
wile in no reſpect be participants in the covenant made with 
Abraham. Thirdly, neither did the three choutand converts 
baptiſe their children, when they themtelves were baptiſed, as 
Abrabam did according to Gods command, Ges. 17. 23. circum. 
ciſe his Males the ſelfe fame day; which plainly proves, that the 
Covenant now under Chriſt is not the ſame that was with Ar. 
ham and ts poſterity in the flcth : now that the 3000. converts 
did not baptiſe their children, when they were baptiſed them- 
ſelvees is plaine, AG. 2. 41. the words are, then they that gladly 
received ihe word were baftriſed, 1, The meaning is oncly they, 
and none other, or elſe it were an imperfect relation, if others 
that did net gladſyrecerve the word were baptiſed alſo : there- 
fore none but thoſe, and therefore not their Infants ; for ſuch a 
teſtimony (viz. that they gladly received the word) is nowhere 
recorded in Scripture, neither can be of Infants ; alſo Act,. 12. 
It is ſaid when they believed the things that concerned the king- 
dome of God, and the name of Jeſus, they were baptiſed boch 
men and women , and not before, therefore not their Infants. 
Fourthly Pau! and others writing to the viſible Churches, 
finec Chriſt dee uſually exprefle themſelves of all the members, 
xi- as of Saints, faithfull brethren, called, reborne, the Sons of God 
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ir. by adoption Row, 1. 6.8. Chap, 8, 15. 1 Cor. 1, 2. 4.596, 7, 8, 9. 
Ir Oy: 
= hs TIM 2 Cor, 1. I. 7 Chap. 3. 2. Gal. 3. 26. Epheſ. 1. 3. 
-hil 15. Pha, 1. 1. 3,4, J. 6, 7. Colo. 1.2, 3, 4. 1 Tbeſ. 1. 1. 2. 4. 2 
hat Theſ. 1. 1. 3. 1 Pet r. 1. 2 3. 10. 21, 22, 23. which the Prophets 
ern they were led by the ſame ſpirit) were wont to 
are ſpeake otherwiſe'of the viſible Church ef the Jewes, as Iſay 1. 1. 
12nt 16 ler, chap. 1 and 2. Fart. 3,4 12. chap. 16. 48 f. which 
auſe difference could not be if the naturall children had been in the 


Covenant, and of the Church as the Jewes were. _ 
Fiftly the Argument and purpoſe of Paul is to exclude all 
things, belles faith to be any wayes availeable to the participa= - Ii 
ties = 
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16 4 Confutation'of EY” 
tion of the Covenant, in relation to 4 ſraßq in the time ſince 
Chriſt, Rom. 4. 16. Gal. z. 7- 9. { 4; 16. 19. a8, a6. 285 29. there, 
fore the poſterity in the fleſh are not now. in the Covenant by 
any naturall relation, as they were before Chriſtscommiung in 
tlie fleſh. 3 | ; oe EST BE. 

Sixtly, the Author to the Heb. 8. 8. faith from Jer. 31. 31. 
Behold I make a new Covenant with the houſe gf da, not 
like the Covenant I made with their Fathers but this is the Co- 
venant,I will put my Law in their mind, and all ſhall know mee 
from the leaſt of them to the greateſt of them, where, we are to 
note, that the principall difference is in the ſubjects of the cove- 


| 
| 
nants:in the former, God did not pur his Law in their mind nor i 
write it their hearts, that is ſo as without which they might 1 
not be of the houſe of /ſraell, but did write it in Tables ot ſtone, 


1 them to keepe it; but now 15 Chriſt the mediarour F 
of the New Covenant, and Teſtement, that through death . 
Vhich was for the redemption of the tranſgresſions, that were in « 
the former Teſtament : they which were called might receive & 
the promiſe of eternall inheritance, which promiſe being recci- 88 
ved, the perſons ſo belieying, and only they are the houſe of /s- 
dah, the true Iſrael of God, Gal 6. 16. Kem. 2. 28, 29. the ſub- th. 


jects of this covenant, which have the Law written in their 
hearts: in the former Covenant many of the ſubjects of it were 
deſtitute of the knowledge of God being the Poſterity of 4%. 
bam according to the Ach at the firſt Infants circumciſed at 8. 
dayes old, according to the Law, and therefore were to lcarne 
God in Chrift, when they came of yeare. 
But no the Subjects of this covenant are ſuch as All of them do 
know God, from the leaſt to the greateſt, having the Taw vwrit- 
ten in their hearts being all poflefſed of the benefit of remis/icn 
of ſinnes, through Faith by ſpirituall regeneration, vert. 12 
a . ogy, 5 it 3 ame 5 
of Comb, that any ſhould bee amongſt them. deſtitute of the 
mettſ of God, 1 Cor 15. 34 (which could not be if Infants, 
were the Subjects of this covenant and Church -} therefore the 
8 kf re 1 the * ths was 22 2 
With rah m and his poſterity in the fleſh, and this UULNCE 
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3 e aur pracſes, and tits firſt thing yan won prov® 
41, that the equenant mage wth Abram and hut paſter ic; in the ſt 5: 
; * Chr SLY I. En PLES i 44%, 
fore Col, e 18. ? :be (game's noon, firſt p/15je 1 
that the Gojpell isib: Dottrune of the Cevenammↄ 1 

Bur thiswaspreachedts Abraham. and to th Iewes inthe n 11.) 


audi Davids time, therefore the covenant is the ſums in al. 

Anjw. And is this a good profe, to prove the cover c gde 
with abram, poſterity in the fleſh, betore Chriſt a nee 1c 
be the ſame, jurely no ſuch matter and it it be: then. om 
evcr the Goipell whica is the Doctrine of ho ©; 
preached, they with their poſterity are in the coW9sS] 
though they be the {cothing athess, Act. 17,18, 19 20 lr ch. 
15.20 mote m our prote, but let us ſee your ſecond prooke, 3 yu 


MY: 14. * 
Abraham be the father of the [ewes and Gen: ilet, and equil'y as 
he beleeves the rightrouſnes of faub, & his children equally,as ſo beleiv- 
ing and no ocherwiſe, then the (rvenaut u the ſame. 5 
| 2 * the Father of the lewes and * and equaily as 
e beterves, ROM. 4. 1 1, 12. 16, 17. 2 Gal 3. 7. 9 26. 29. 
therefore the — 6% the 2 . * 55 . ah | E 
nſw. What conſequence hath this Argument, to prove 
that the covenant made With Abram and his poſterity in the 
et Mme Chriſt, and chat now under Chriſt is the fame, ſurely 
None ... WT 3 
For Hirſt if none be Abrahams children no other w iſe than as 
they beleiye the righteouſneſſe of taith, then when any doe ſo 
beleive, let them be baptiled — —_ _. | 
But it is true as it is ſaid and proved in the Scriptures, alleadg- 
ed that none are Aaraham children: neither of Jewes. nor Gen - 
tells but as they doe beleive the righteoulneſſe of faith. v. ac- 
cording to the proiuiſe) Ko. 9 8 Gal. 3. 29. chap 24. 28. 
Theretore none other are Evangellically in the covenant, nor 


„ ee eee 
Second EE ofthe Jewiſh Nation were the poſterity 
of baba, according to the fleſh, were commanded to be cir- 
cumciſed. Cen. 17. 10. and ſo in covenant according to the Law, 
or otherwiſo they could not have bin of che ſer.ſi hurch while 
che Laute Arg. reer have been broken off 


through 
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_ A Confutation 7 
through utibeliefe, Kew. 11. 20. and then in the time of the Lay 
they —— not eat the Paſſeover, Exed. 12. 48. neither might 
they come to the Temple to brin their Sacrifices, Add, 31. x, 
therefore they were legally in the Covenant, though they were 
but the poſterity of m according to the fleſh , yet none of 
the uncircumcition might in the time betore Chriſt” partake of 
eheſe Priviledges, nay, though they did believe, therctorethe 
difference was very great. NE 
Tairdly, now ſtnce Chriſt no Gentile is Abrahams ſeed at all, 
but by believing the righteoutneſle of faith, although he be the 
Child ot believing Parents. Gal. 3. 29, 
Fourthly, none of the Jewes themlelves (which were the na. 
turall ſeed of Avraham and partakers of all the Ordinances of the 
Old Teſtament, as well Circumciſion as any other, and chat by 
vertue of the ſame naturall relation) could be admitt:d to be 
baptiſed, As 2. 39. nor yet to partake of any of the ſucceeding 
Ordinances of the Goſpell, but upon the manifeſtation of faith; 
therfore the Covenant before, and that ſince is not the tame. 
Your third Reafon f as hitcle force as the former if it be 
well weighed ; which is this, That rhe fanding of the Jewes mike 
gr:.ce of Oed, was the ſame with Abrahams. - | 
I anſwere, here we muſt diſtinguiſh of the word grace , which 
_ equally be taken either particularly for the Covenant of e- 
verlaſting life, by which the Saints are fre. ly juſtified , as Kym, 
3. 24. or clſe more ptherally for any effect of Gods goodneflc 
whereby he doth freely communicate any kind ot benefit unto 
men which muſt needs be by grace and favour, ſecing no man 
deſerveth any thing at his hands. 5 
1 Pee I now make anſwer,” That if you tale 
grace in the firſt tence for the Covenant of everlaſting lite by 
which the Saints are freely juſtificd : then I deny that the Jews 
were ever required to matiifeſt their intereſt therein before the) 
could be admitted to ſtand members of the viſible Church-ftac 


before Crete colithing ; at all both Jewes and Gentiles mult 


now fince thedeath of Chriſt, 4d, 8. 37. and yet neverthclelle 
| that were ſaved, it was by grace in this firſt ſence; but if grace 
e taken in the ſecond ſence ( nel more generally) then! 


malt needs acknowledgethar it war Gods great grace and mt 
1 
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: . - #6 ao — of greater eætent; there being nothing more then 


Infants Baptiſme. i: 
eie that the Jewes had a Law of Circumciſion and other ordi. 
nances which was to them as a Schoole-maſter to lead them — 
Chriſt which was to come, G4. 3. 24. and alto promites that Ch 


muſt be borne of their ſeed according to the tleſh 9.9.5. (and in 


thele reipects the ſtanding ot the Jewes' was the ſame with 4. 
brahams (and thele are the reſpects) ipoken of by Aary, Luke 1. 
54. 55. of the mercy ſpoken to Abrabam and his ſeed, and the 


Covenant and Oath ſpoken ot by Zachary, ver. 72. 73. namely, 


that Chriſt ſhould come, and was expected by them to be borne 
of the Virgin Aar) and /obs the Bapt i to be his fore-runner, as 
appeareth v. 47 compared with v. 76. according to the promiſes 
and Oach of God made to Abraham, Gen,r2.3, chap.22.16,17,18. 
But all this is too ſhort to prove that the Covenant now under 
Chritt, is the fame that was before Chriſt, with eAbr4haw and 
his poſterity in the tleſh; and therefore here you may fee all 
your prootes tor your aſſumption taken away, wherupon I ſup- 
pole your double conſequence will faile alſo ; but yet becauie 
your conſequences ſtand diſtin, and your proofes annexed to 
them, I will therefore confider of them in order as they ſtand. 
The firſt Conſequent that you would prove, is, That Infants 
are now in the Covenant, as they were then before Chriſt , you are reſol- 
ved upon foare reaſous. | | 
The firſt is, elſe the Covenant were not the ſame with that 
which (as you ſay) you have proved it to be. 
To which I antwer, that I have diſproved your proofes of 
that particular, and therefore this reaſon is nothing. | 
2. You lay Elſethe ſtate of the grace of God ſhould bg firaitned, and 
be made of leſſe extent by Chriſts comming. then it was before, whereas 
in the ſtate of the perſon to intereſſe Infants in the ('ovenant then now, = 
Firft, Ianſwere denying the conſequence, and the reaſon is 
becauſe the preaching of the Goſpel! is as full as large and as 
ample a teſtimony of Gods grace, as any of the fleſhly poſterity 
of Abraham had by the Covenant, and larger; inaſmuch as the 
Goſpell preached now is a more full declaration of the grace of 
d and the benefits that come by Chriſt then ever Circum- 
cifion or thie Ordinances of the Old Teftament did declare to 
thera, and the fleſhly ſeed of * had but the declaration 
TEE 2 © 
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20 4 Con futation of 
of the grace of God in Chriſt by the Covenant, then though the 


believing ſced of Abram had the grace of God in Chriſt decla- 
red them. 1 1 . 

And now the Seed of the Gentiles believers and unbelicyers 
are made par.akers of the preaching of the Goſpell though th. y 
be not in the Coyenant; which is a larger declaration of the 
grace of God and of the benefits that come by Chriſt, then ever 
the fleſhly ſced of Abraham had by being in the Covenant. 

T hertore the excluſion ot the tleſhly ſeed doth not ftreighten 
the grace of God at all. 

Secondly, as it was of larger extent in reſpect of the cleare Re- 
velation of the grace of God beyond what it was before Chriſts 
comming; ſo likewiſe it is of larger extent in reſpect of the re · 
velation to more people, then it did hen, tor then it was confi- 
ned to the Land of liracl, and the people of the Jewes ; but nou 
this more cleare Revelation of the grace of God (abounding be- 
yond whatever Circumciſion and all tte Ordinances of the Law 
did or could reveale unto the fleſhly ſeed then in Covenant) 
is by Chriſt commanded to be preached to all Nations; yea, to 
every man and woman A 16. 15. Mat. 28.18 19. Ln. 24 47, 
and yet the people nevertheleſſe more in Covenant nor to bee 
bapriſed unleſſe they believe. therfore the increaſe of the extent 
ot Gods grace doth not neceſlarily imply a bringing of the fleſh- 
ly ſeed ot believers within the Covenant. 

Thirdly. if you by extention of grace doe conceive that ever 
God did accept of the poſterity of abraham into the Covenant 
of everlaſting life, by Chriſt, without faith in their owne per- 
tons, onely in relation to Abr abam, and therupon conclude that 
the ſeed of believers are now much more taken into the cove- 
nant of everlaſting lite by the faith of their Parents: therein 

ou erre, and{*1ch an extenſion of grace I doe abſolutely deny 

oth now and in the time before Chriſt too: this error was con- 
demned in the Jewes by John Baptift, rat. 4.9. and by Chrift, 
R 39 40. 41. But of this I have ſpoken ſufficiently 

Fourthly. and where it is ſaid 7hat there was nothing more in the 
ff ate of: be per ſons. then to mereſt I ants in the coven.ont then now. 

_ Tanfwer , That though there was nothing in the ſtate of the 
a | . Per- 
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Perſons ; yet there was ſomething in things, and in the order of 
times, Chriſt being yet to come. 


In which reſpect the neceflary abſence of the truth, and true 
promiſed ſced did neceflarily require the type, namely the fleſh- 
ly ſeed to be ſclected, ſeparated and ceremonially holy, of whom 
the promiſed feed was to conie: but now the ne ceſſaiy pretence 
ot che truth, and true promiſed feed Jeſus C hrift being come, 
doth neceflarily require the abſence of the type, and the con- 
ſummation, termination, abrogation and utter abolution of 
this ſelected, ſe parated and ccten chiall holines of this naturall 
and fleſnly ſeed; and therefore row there is nothing but Evan- 
gelicall holines ſele ct ion or 1: paration remaining, which is not 
without perſonall faith and thertore no viſible. 2 but upon 
ex ernall nan ifeſtation, and ccnicquently no admitiance to any 
Ordinance of the Covenant by any exerciſing lawtull authority 
in ſuch cauſes but only by vertue of ſuch externall nianifeſta- 
and thus have I anſwered your ſecond Reaſon. 


Your third Reaſon , whereby you would prove that infants 
arenow in the Covenant as they were, then is this, abraham, 
being the root, and the lewes and Gentiles the branches, as when the 
lewes were broken off and as well Infas ti at mes of yeares; and ſo when 
[exe; be againe implaxted, as well Infants as men of q. ares ſhall be ſo. 


To which Ianſwer, firſt T conceive (under favour) that by the 
root is meant Chriſt . according to that of 1% 1 C. 5. where 
Chriſt ſaith, Tam the Vine. ye arethe branches, becauſe the A- 
poſtle ſaith. Rem. 11. 20 thou ſtandeſt by fait h: now Chriſt is 

he proper object of faith, and not 4braham. 1 


But admit that A#r2har be the root; yet the Gentiles are not 
the branches in à naturall relation nor the Jewes branches in a 
{pirituall relation, without 1 er{onall faith, or elſe the Jcwes 
could not be broken off through unbeliefe becauſe unbeliefe 
doth not make the Jewes ceaſe o have naturall relation to Abra- 
bam; and therefore it you make Jewes and Gentiles to be the 
branches equall in relation to he cor , you muſt make 
the relation ſuch as is poſſible to them both ſuch onely is a ſpi- 

f _ = D 3 rituall 
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rituall relation, Galat. 3. 29. for in a naturall relation it 18 not 
poſfible for the Gentiles to be branches in relation to the root 

braham. 1 
7 3. Whereas you ſay , when the Tewer were broken off , it was at 
well [Infants as men of yeares, 

Lanſwer, it is true, becauſe Chriſt which was the true promi- 
ſed leed being come, the naturall relation in the Covenant cea- 
(cd and now there was no relation in the Covenant wich Abra- 

bam, but by faith in Chriſt onely. 
4. Whereas you lay, That when the [ewes be ag eine iiuplinted, a 
well Infants as men of yeares ſhall be ſo, | 

Lanſwer that as unbeliefe did breake them off, ſo faith onely 
muſt grafc them yn, as ver. 23. 

But that ever the Jewes ſhall be planted ſo as Infants to be 
members of the viſible Church without the manifeſtation of 
faith lawfully, as once they were betore Chriſts comming, can 
be no way proved but it is an abſolute error. 

Fourthly. your fourth reaton to prove Infants in the Cove- 
nant, as they were then. 1s thus, / 'f eve 7 ewes and Geriile are incor. 
poratedente ene Body in Chrift , and ib: lewi(h | :fanis are of that Body, 
then ſo muſt the Infants of the Gentiles be; ba th lewes ard Gentiles 
are incorporated into one Body in ( briſt ; (by the gent ile berng maae neere 
. and Citiz.ens,which they were nor before the Iewes being m Chriſt) Fph. 

2.11. 20, & 3, 6. andthe lewes Iufunis are of the ſame Body: ther fore 
Je are the Infant of the Gemtules, | 

I anſwere, that this is recorded to belong to the Geatiles. as a 
benefit in ſpeciall to be the Body of Chriit : becaule the Jewes 
had meanes before, and ſome of the J:wes had faith by that 
means. and were true members of his Body: Chriſt the head and 
they the members . and ſo conſequently the body ; why becauſe 
the members and the head make up the body, and then their 

were no members knowne, but the Jewes therefore no body; 
but the Jewes and the Gentiles had no mcanes beforE: and ther- 
fore Chritt by his comming brought this to paſſe , that meancs 
ſhould be afforded as well and as much as to the Jewes, and con- 
ſequently faith by the meanes and ſo united to Chrift the head, 
now being joyned to the head, they muſt neceflarily be joyned 

to the Body, therefore joyned to thoſe believing Jewes —— 
| ; | ore 
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body, but in relation to the head unto which they were unit 
onely by faith: ſo the Gentiles had union with the Jewes — 
otherwile but through Chriſt the head cf chem both, being joy- 
ned to him by faith, and ſo to them. 

Secondly, I tay. that the Gentiles did not by com erſion enter 
into fellowſhip with the Jewiſh nationall Churck. ſtate; for 
that ſtate the Jewes poſſeſſed not by Chriſt theinſelves, (but a 
new Goſpell· ſtate which oncly ſome few of the Nation, which 
were converted to the taich participated ot) therfore much leſſe 
could the Gentiles participate ot any ſuch Church ſtate with 
themnow : then, it neither Jes nor Gentiles were the body 
of Chriſt conſiderably as a Nation; but only in reſpect of con- 
verſion by which they were inheritors of the tame body, and 
paſtakers of the ſame promiſe in Chriſt by the Goſpell; then 
were not the Jewes meerly as Jewes of the body, and 10 conſe- 
quently not their Infants. 5 

But neither Jewes nor Gentiles were the body of Chriſt con- 
ſiderably as a Nation, but onely in reſpect of converſion by the 
Goſpcll, Eph. 3. 6. Therefore the Jewes meerly as Jewes are not 
ot the boy of Chriſt, and conſequently not their Infants till 
they be converted; and therefore ſo are not the Infants of the 
Genriles neither; and thus you may ſee your rgaſons of pro- 
ving [nfants in the Covenant to faile you, and therefore your 
next conſequence will 1urely fall, which is this, that Intants 
ought now to be baptiſed, as then circumciſed. . 

Firſt, Elſe the Covenant were not the ſame, nor [nfants in it. 

I anſwere no more, it is not the ſame in reſpect ot the naturall 
relation to Abraham, as I have ſhewed and therefore Infants not 
in it 
Secondly, you ſay if they have the thing and ſubſtance, they 
cannot be denied the ſeale and circumſtance, if the firſt grace, 
then the ſecond confirming. 4 | 

Lanſwer true, when they manifeſt that they have the thing 
and ſubſtance , or any other can manifeſt it for them, then let 
them have the ſcale and circumſtance; and ſurely none can for- 
bid water, why they ſhould not be baptiſed, when they are 


knowne to be in the Covenant ; Thirdly, 


before were the body, but as the Jewes were no otherwiſe the 
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Thirdly, you ſay, IH by veriue of ibis word of God ro Abraham ! 
25577 2 bode Se ibn Infants are included, andibere. 
fore of old ei cumc iſed, and the ſame promijes, be continued in the ſame 
feaxre to he Gontues; then the Gentiles Infant s are ahjo in it, but the firſt 
1 ra Frg9, a . , 

I anſwer. tha: the ſame promiſes are not continued in the 
ſame ſtate to the Gentiles who are not Abrahams children by 
na:urall relation nor yec is it con. inued to the Jewes, neither 
leeing their being in the Covenant by a naturall relation cca- 
ſed at the deach ot Chriſt , at which time the commandeinent 
of C ircumciſion ceaſeu alſo and had the naturall relation held 
the naturall ſeed within the Cov-nant ſtill ; then doubtletle the 
commandement had remained ſtill touching he circumciſing 
of that naturall ſeed, for there is no more reaion for the ceaſing 
of theone, then for the ceaſing of the other; and if Circumgh- 
on had remained, then 1 ſuppoſe none would have pleaded tor 
the baptiſing of Intants ; but if the Covenant be cealed touch. 
ing the naturall ſeed, then there is no Infants to be circumciled, 
nor baptiſed neither ; but che Covenant ceaſed at the death of 
Chriſt touching the naturall ſeed, Act. 10, 28. Gal.3 25. Eph. 2. 
14. 15. Rom 11. 20 21. G«1.4.25,26. therfore this is no proofe tor 
Infants to be circumciſed nor baptiſed neither. 

And thus I have done with your firſt Argument; your ſe- 
cond followes.thus. 

If in the whole body of Iſraelites as well Infants as men of yeares were 
baptiſed, and with the ſame baptiſme that ours 15, then Infants are now to 
be baptiſed , as then they were: but in the whole body of Iſraelites In. 
fanti were bapiiſed, and that wubthe ſame Baptiſme ſpiritually that 
on, BW. a q 

* Therefore Infants are now 10 be baptiſed as then they were. 

I anſwer, this Argument is a ſophiſme and lies not true in his 
forme; for in the firſt part of your Argument it appeares as if 
you intended hat the 'traclites werebaptiſed corporaily as now 

ace Chriſt che Diſciples ot Chriſt were: and in the ſecond part 
of your urg i neut you tell us it is the ſame Baptiſme ſpiritually 
that ours is, whereas if you had {aid Io in the firſt parr then [ 
ſay your Antecedent would be too narrow to inferre the conſe- 
quent; and this I ſhall maniteſt by laying downe your Argu- 
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ment in ſuch a forme as it may agree with it ſelfe; (for as it lies 
now it agrees not with it ſelfe.) 1 hs 
Firſt, it in the whole Body fot Iſraelites as well Infants as men 
of yeares were baptiſed, and with the lame Baptiſme materially 

and forinally, that ours is; then Intants are now to be baptiſed 
as then they were. ; : 

But in the whole Body of Tiraelites Infants were baptiſed , and 
that with the fame Bapriſme materially and formally that ours 
is. Therfore [ntantsarc no to be baptited as then they were. 

Who would not ſee firſt that your Minor were falſe, the cloud 
and che Sca not being the ſame Baptiſme materially and for? 
mally chat ours is: and ſccondly neither would the conſequence 
follow, becauſe Infants were then baptiſed; therefore Infants 
muſt now be bapcited , no more then becauſe adam was not to 
cat of tue Tree in the midſt of the Garden; chertore the eating 
ot ſome kind ot fruit by us is evill; or no more then this, In- 
tants were circumciſed then, therefore Infants mult be circum- 
ciled now. | | - 

But ſecondly, Iwill ſupply your Argument in the firſt part 
with that which is expreſled in the ſecoud pat, and then fee the 

force and power of it thus: it in the whole body of Iſrael ites as 
well Infants as men of yeares were baptiſed, and with the tame 
Baptiſme ſpiritually that ours is; then Infants are now to bee 
baptited as then they were. | 5 

ut in the whole Body of the Iſraelites Infants were baptiſed, * 
and with the ſame Baptiſine ſpiritually, that ours is. 

And now | deny the conſequence and wii. ſhew you how the 

ö Antecedent is too narrow to inferre the ſame thus. 2 
That although God did by the miraculous working of his di- 
vine providence, grace and goodneſſe lead the People of Itract 
through the fea dry, and drowned the A gyptians which were 
their enemies, and did alſo affoord them a cjoudy Pillar,which 
was a defence from their enemies, and a guid to them in their 
way whither they were going, which inüſt be in the nature of 
the things be as great a Sacrament , ſigne or token of 
Gods love in Chriſt to that people. as Baptiſine was to che Co- 
rinthians, and therefore called Baptiſme: and (for no other 


: reaſon will it from hence follow, that we ſhould adminiſter _ 
| E | R 
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an Ordinanee 4s Baptiſme is to our Infant: without a command 
from God ſo to do for this is the force of your Argument; God 
did by the worke of his providence baptiſe the Itrtamts of 'tracl 
tpiritually, Ergo we may by our worke without Gods command 
baptiſe our Intants materially, ceremonially and formally; and 
is this good realoning? who fees not that God hath no limits, 
but may by his providence teſtifie his grace as largely as he wil; 
thertore we may devite means to worſhip God as large as we wil, 


or may adminiſter his means to whom we will, without any di- 


rection from him: who ſees not that there is no force in 1uch 
manner ot arguing; but it is abſurd and erronious to to reaton ? 

Thirdly, therefore the purpoſe of J aui 1s, to declare to the 
Corinthians that Ordinances would doe them no more good 
without faith and repentance, then Miracles (which were as 
great as Ordinances ) could doe the Itraclites good tc prevent 
judgements when they tinned ; and that theretore it word be 
2 vaine thing for theſe Corinths to reſt ſecure in the poſſeſſion 
of theſe Ordinances, as if God reſpected them thereby without 


Faith in Chriſt, ſuch a faith as preſerved them from thote tins 


which the Iſraelites committed; the which faith it they had 
not, they were no more exempt from Gods dutpleaſure. plagues 
and Judements then the Iſraelits were:and it Ordinances would 
ſecure thete Cor inths, then thote miracles would ſecure them: 
but theſe Miracles did nor ſecure them; therefore theſe Ordi- 
nances cannot ſecure you; but you muſt have a better ſecurity 
then this, namely, faith in the blood of Chrift, whereby you 
are to be carried on towards God in all things as a People pro- 

fling and practiſing the truth: But his purpoſe is not to ſhew 
that Ordinances, namely Baptiſme and the Lords Supper are 


required to be adminiſtred by theſe Corinths to themtelves and 


to their Infants, though they do not believe in Chriſt: becauſe 
then God did exercite tuch Miracles to the iſraelites which did 
not believe, which is the ſequell of this Argument compared 
with the proofe, as we ſhall ſee by the examination thereot ; tor 

your firſt proofe is this. 
Lou ſay, That the other Ordmances there mentioned, ave the [ame 
þ -1unally with ours ; they eat the [ame ſpiranall meat, and arark the 
3 [ 


ſpiritual drin with us. 
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Ianſwer then by conſequence belike the Corinths muſt bay. 
tile themſelxes and their Intants , and both ot them eat the 
Lords Supper, though neither of them doe believe, becauſe then 
God led ine Lraclues through the Sea drie , and gave them the 
Cloud, and Manna, and the Rock which ſpiritually is the fame 
with ours, which notwithſtanding did not believe : the which 
thing chus laid open, I hope you will not affirme. | 

Sccondly, 1 anuwer therefore that you erre in calling them 
(the oth rOrduances there mentioned) whereas they are the 
ther Miracles, which had you well weighed , you would not 
have made th m the ground of your Argument for the juſtify- 
ing of ſuch a practice as the baptiſing ot Intants is. 

Fourthiy , beſides if atcer the I ſraelites were cntred into the 
Land of Canaun ch y were then neither baptiſed with the cloud 
nor lea nor any otiier baptitme ; then was not the baptiſme 
which they had betore in the cloud and in the ſea an example of 
perpetuall practice oi Baptitme: but the firſt jis true, for they 
&:tr.d chrough the Sca but cnce, and” the cloud ceaſed when 
they entred into Canaan , neither can any ſhew that they were 
baptiſed with any other Baptiſme ; therefore the Baptiſme 
wiuch they had before, is not an example of perpetuall p actice 
of Be prime. | | 

Eitenly Bap iſmes of different kinds depends upon different 

oundis, and are to be adminiſtred upon different Subjects for 
| T ferent ends but the Baptiſme of the Cloud and Sea, and the 
Baptiſme we have now are of divers kindes, e ge they di pend up- 
on different grounds, and are to be adminiſtred upon different 
ſubjects for different ends. | | 

Your ſecond proot you ſay, Otherwiſe the Ap files «Argument 
v re xot of fo:ce 1gamſt the Corinthians if they were nit he ſame ac. 
ments with (nv, nor the corcluſion containe that the Corinth s-ns ſrew!ld 
be tuniſned with the like tuniſhment, if they commir. ed the lile ſinnet. 

I anbwer, denying the conſequence, for although the Cloud 
and Sea. Manna and the Rock were Sacraments of the ſame 
Chrit that Baptilme and the Lords Supper is. yet they were 
not the fame Sacraments; and it ſutficech to the Apoſtles pur- 
pole-that the Cloud. Sea. Manna, and Rock, were as great and 
etectuall tokens of Chriſt, and ſo they were in the nature of 
the chings fimply confidered)as Baptiſine and the Lords Supper 

E 2 15 


— 2 — 
2 


. : — 
Cons. X 


4 


x 
K 
4 \ 
a 
\ 13 
R l il 
8 ! 
i 
"5 
F 
2 1 14 
3 ; 
7 
1 , 
. 
1 b 
* 1 
: = 
14 = 
a. 
* 8 
1 1 o 
#05 
$ 
5 
N. j , [ 
"Im i 
. ; 1. 
« ki 
ks. 
1 my 
17 Fa 
4 8 | 
bh ie 8 
4 | 
+ 
4 
7 4 
"1+ 4 
bl 1 
T ba 
1 
[ 
4 
* J 


i chough they were different Sacraments of the ſame Chriſt 
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and not the ſame Sacraments, and except they were dipt in wa- 
ter, and did cat and drinke bread and wine as we do, yee cannot 
fay they were the ſame Sacraments with. ours; and thus have 
1 refuted your ſecond argument. 

Your third argument followes, which is this. 

There is ove andthe ſame conſideration of tbe firſt fruits and the lamp 
the met and the branches : Rur the firſt fruits and roste believing Ta. 
rents are holy aud muſt be Baptized, therefore Jnfants the lump and bran. 
ches are holy and muſt be Baptized. | 

Ideny the aſumption or ſecond part of your argument, aſſu- 
med out of the firtt, vis. That believing Parents are the roote 


or firſt fruites; neither doth, Kew. 11. 16. nor the 1 (or. 7. 14. 


prove any ſuch thing; we will conſider of the places diſtinctly, 


and firſt of the firſt, in Rem. 11. 18. It is ſaid(ipeaking to tne 
believing Gentiles) boaſt not thy ſelfe __ the branches, for 
it thou boaſt thy ſelfe thou beareſt not the roote but the roote 
thee; now it they beare not the roote but the roote beareth 
them, then they cannot Hee the roote, and yet they ſtood b 


Faitn verſe the 20 and were but branches, verſe 21. this fir 


place is therefore abuſed to make beleiving parents the firſt fruits 
and roote , and their Intants naturally deſcended from them 
to be the branches, whereas beleivers are but branches them- 
ſelves : and ſecondly, 1 Cor. 7. 14. doth prove no ſuch thing 
neither, which as it neither expreſſeth roote nor firſt truites, 16 
hath it no ſuch ſence and meaning as that the holineſſe of Faith 
in the parents, ſhould cauſe the holincfle in the children. 

But before I exprefſe my reaſons of the expolition, either ne- 
gative or affirmative, I conceive it neceſſary to obterve what you 
lay (on the contrary you ſay, you ſuppoſe it is miſtaken when expour. 
ded te be the ſame holineſſe (þ1ken before of Infidel's perſon ſanits fird to 
the beleiver , and further you ſay, the Apeſtle Feak ng therefore of a 


two. ſold holmeſſe, the ons ( t) in the thing it ſelfe but ro anothers aſe, the 


other of the thing ir |cl e134 canrot but be ſiafullto con und them. 
To which I anſwer, | 
of this, but further you lay at. | 
That the Apoſtle ſaith rwothings, that to the jure all chings ave pure, 


and ſanitified ; therefore a beleiving buchand or wife may deli with 4 


ES — — 


that Iwill not contend nor gainſay any | 
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I#fidzll | yoake-ſellaw , the ſecond thing it, that by vertue of a beleivers 
fate in grace, all his fruite is holy and partakers of the ſame ſtate of grace, 
with bim, unleſſe they doe by ſome att of theirs deprive themſelves of u 
44 Eſau, Iſbmael, & c . 

To which [ anſwer, that the former of theſe two things, 1 
grant, but the latter I wholy deny, that it is any of the purpoſe 
of Paul ſo to ſpeake. 

For firſt it is the purpoſe of Pai to conclude ſuch a holineſſe 
in the children, as was inieparable to their very being, or elſe it 
would not have been a ſufficient reaſon to have proved the ſan- 
ctitication of the unbelieving yoke-mate by the believer, and 
theretore to ſuppoſe ſome Act ot theirs to deprive them of the 
holineſſe there 1poken of is a coarcted and farre fetch't expoſiti- 


on. | 
Secondly, if by a believers ſtate in grace be underſtood the co- 
venant that Abraham and all believers doe poſſeſſe by faith: then 
firſt I ſay, that Eſau nor Ih mael were never of it, Km. 9. 8. and 
therfore could not by any Act of theirs deprive themſelves of 


1 


It. 

Secondly. if they were and deprived by ſome Act of theirs; 
then we muſt fall upon Arms: tenet of falling away which un- 
derſtanding Chriſtians doe utterly abhorre. 

Thardly , then the being in the everlaſting covenant of grace, 
and peace with God by Chriſt, ſhould be conveyed and deri- 
ved by naturall deſcent. and not by the Goſpell. which is ab- 
ſurd and contrary to many Scriptures, Km. 1 16, 17. Chap. 
10. 17. Gallathians 3. 2. loh, 3. 5. 1 Pet. 1, 23. Jam. 1. 18. 
lob, 1. 13. 

The firſt of theſe Scriptures ſaith the Goſpell is the power of 
God to ſalvation to every one that believeth; whereas this po- 
ſition ſaith, that ſome are] artakers of a ſtate of grace and ſal- 
vation by vertue of their parents, being in the ſtare of grace, 
which is directly contrary the one to the other: and all the o- 
ther Sriptures, and many more proves t hat Faith comes 
by becying. and hearing by the word of God by which conver- 
ſion an regen ration is wrought, by which onely and 
alone we becom* Sons of God by adoption and grace; now ther- 
fore to ſay that ſome are partakers of che ſame by n,. 
uh | 235 3 ; Y 


(| 


"oO A( onfutation of 


by vertue from their parents is directly contrary» yea contrary 
= che whole Goſpell - Chriſt, Ku». 4. 14. where the A poſtſe 
faith, if they wiuch be of the Law (that is naturally deſcended 
and circumciled onely) be Heires: Faith is made voyde and the 
promile (that is, the whole Goſpell or Covenant of grace) 1 
made ot none effect. | 2 KT 

But it you meane by a State of grace ſuch favour as it pleaſed 

God to beitow upon the poſterity of 46744, according co the 
tieſh whereby (being circumciſed/ they were ſegregated and di. 
ſtinguiſhed to be poſleſied of Ordinances leading them toChrit, 
which was then to come above other neighbour Nations:! grant 
thar this diſt inction agrees to them yet neverthele lie: ro this 

I tay farft that this diſtmnction was taken away at the death of 
Chriſt Epbeſ. 2 14 15. Att. 10. 28. 

Secondly. neither is it Pauls purpoſe to conclude theſe chil- 
dren tpoken ot 7 « 91. 7. 14. witiun the Limits of ſuch a diſtin- 
ction, tacit becauſe the Lord in che cime ot the Law did acc on pt 

ot children, in th: very caſe and conlideration that che ie chu. 
dren were in. to be a polluted and unholy ſeed, and to be puta- 
way with their Mothers which were not members ot the 
Church according to che Law , FT, 9. 2. 10 3. Therefore 
that State did not alow even while it laſted children to be ot that 
fate, when one of the parents were forreigners to the Church, 
theretore much leſſe hath it any conſequence to conclude it, ſo 
now when the State it ſelfe is nullifyed. | 
Thirdly. in the time of the Law from which this ſuccesfii e be. 
ing in tne ſtate of grace, is concluded to come the Prolelite 
ew was required to circumciſe all his males, E xod. 12. 48. and 
ſnould bè as one that was borne in the Land, and it muſt bee 
conceived chat the Females were included in the Males, and did 
enter into the ſtate with them; there being no circumciſion, or 
other Sacrament of entrance appointed for them, wherei pon 
it followeth that there can be no Preſident or rule, no not in the 
tune of the La it ſelfe; that ever any one parent commir g to 
be of the ZJewyh Rate and leaving their maried yoke-mate out did 
poſſeſſe their ſeed of the ſame itate, and the reaſon was becauſe 
the Law did injoyne the Proſelite to poſſeſſe all of the Rate that 
were under his Juriſdiction by the authority of that Law u hich 
required him to circumciſe all his males. And 
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And therefore the ſtate now which takes in upon Faith one! y. 
and thereupon rakes the husband which b-lievech and leaves out 
the wite which beleiveth not and takes the wife which beleiveth, 
and leaves out the husband which believeth not; can receive no 
rule trom that Rate to take in the children before they doe be- 
lieve no more then the wife which then was brought into that 
ſtate by the law of the husbands being a Proſelite, and left out 
of this ſtate untill ſuch time as they doe believe, | 
Fourthly, the Apottle ſpeakes indefinitly of their Children 

young or old, which it may be, ſome were 10, 20 or 30. yeares 
old; and it muſt be conſidered, that age doth not make them 
ceaſe to be Children in relation to thot'2 Parents. whole chil- 


dren they are, and againe it muſt be conſ1lered, that Pauli pur. 


pole is not to ſpeake ot Children in reſpect of yeares, but in re- 
=_ of relation only for nis Argument is an Argument of 
rclai10n. 

Now it is an abſurdity of ſuch a nature, as no body I thinke 
will owne to conclude. that Children of 20 or 30 yeares old 
which are apparently wicked, are holy in ſuch a ſenſe as by ver- 
tue of their Parents ſtate in grace to be partakers of the tame 
_ of grace with him, ſo as to be Baptized by vertue of this 
relation. 

Therefore holyneſſe here cannot in the Apoſtles meaning be 
ſo underſtood, neither will the exception take it off, (viz.) un- 
elle ihey do by ſome act of theirs deprive themſelves of it) as 


Eſau and ijhmaet, &c. * 


To which I Anſwer, that the Apoſtle ipeakes poſitive] 
of a concluſion drawne from the State of the relation whic 
can admit of no exception, which if it could, then will it 
bee of no abſolute validity to enforce the concliffion ; and 
according to this Argument if the Children doe by ſome 
Act of theirs deprive themfelves of their eftate in grace, 
then their Parents can have no ſanctified uſe of their unbelie- 
ving yoak- mate though they have never ſo much faith m them- 
ſelves ; whereas contrary to this the Apoftle faith , to the pure 
all things are pure Tit 1. 15. without reference tothe children, 
therefore the childrens ſtate in grace or not in grace, addeth not 
nor diminiſheth any thing to that purpoſe. = WW 
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© Fiftly;therfore I fay that the hol ineſſe ſpoken of here. is ſuch 
A 95 muſt — the unbelieving Parent ſanctiſied to 
(or by) cheir unbelieving yoke- mate, but it the Parents be not 
lawfully married, the grace of the child (at it have any though 
neyer {0 much) cannot proye the unbelieving Parent 1anctihed 
to or by their believing yoke- mate: Now if any ſhall object, 
that if cheir Parents were not lav fully married, then were they 
not huſband and wife each to other: I anſwer : that upon the 5 
ſame ground that the Corinthians did queſtion the dwelling | 
with their unbelieving yok-mare, upon the ſame ground they 
did queſtion their being lawtully hutbands and WIV es each to 
other, which if they were not. all the grace that can be imagi- . 
ned in the Children, will never prove the unbelieving Parent b 
ſanctified to or by their believing yoke-mate, therefore the ho- 7 
lyneſſe here ſpoken of is not a ſtate of grace, neither inward nor 
outward neither, iceing that anſwers not the Corinthians ſcru- 7 
ple, nor proves the thing in queſtion by them. 2 2 
Sixtly. therefore Ianſwer poſitively, that the holyneſſe here £ 
{poken of is legitimacy, and the uncleaneſſe Baſterdy, and the $ 
reaſon is partly becauſe ſuch an expoſition hath force to prove 


the thing in queſtion. and the other hath not; and partly be- a 
cauſe ſuch a holyneſſe is derivative from all Parents law fully 0 
married, and the other is not. Mal. 2 15. and it muſt be fuch a a 


holynefle as is derivative from all Parents lawfully married be. 


caule one of the Parents being come to the Faith, and the argu- 4 
ment ſtanding in the Children which were begotten and borne ch 
betore; which therefore could not receive any vertue from the 0 
faith of the Parents by the courſe of generation to have any ho- 15 
lyneſſe thereby derived unto them; Therefore it muſt be ſuch be 
a holyacflS as is derivative from all Parents lawfully married, * 
and that is no other then Legitimacy, and that ſuch an expoſi- C, 
tion of holyneſſe ſo underſtood hath force ſufficient to prove 5 
the thing in queſtion, is cleare; becauſe if one ot the Parents do | l 
believe there can no obyection be made why Legitimacy P 7 
ſhould not prove the unbelieving Parent to be ſanctified to or bu 
by the believing yoke-mate, whereas if there be no children Le- che 
gitimate: the queſtion may lie as it did with the Corinthians, 25 
whether they were bound together as husband and wife, and MY 


1-1 464+ ; whether 


— 


whether the unbeliever be ſanctified to the believing yoke- 
matę yea or ng: hut taking it for granted that they have Chil-- 
dren ed hb vihgs; legituuate, it is then aur. of queſtion ; the 
[ gon thefis, chat there can be no / ſuch holynefle under» 
tood of Children in tha place of Paul as by which they mult 
be k and thus is your third Argument refut ed. 
Tour fourth Argument is this, If Baptiſm ſarceea Ciranmepfi- 

qnchen if Hfartg were ge be Cirgumceſed; Infantt arete be Baptiſed but 
3, e ircaumciſion, therefore as Infant: were tobe Ciroumy 


ciſed fo Infants are to be Raptſed. eee 
To which I anſwer. I deny the conſequence of the propoſition 


8 it doth not tollow, becauſe Baptiſmè in a ſenſe iueceeddeth 


+ ” 


Circumeitions. that cheretore the lame ſubjects that wre tahe 
Circumciled the arg.to be Baprited now no more then this 
Saen e pell ſucceeds the Law, the Sons of Aaron 
were Miniſters ot the Laws therefore the Sons of Aaron are to be 
Miniſters now. or ng more then this, Baptiſmè ſucceeds: Cir- 
cumciſion, then if they Circumciſed all the Males dervants 
though they were men and had no Faith then ſo they art to 
Baptiſe them noy ; and ſ0o in reſtriction. alſo Baptiime ſio- 
ceeds Circumciſion, Females were not to be Circumciſed then 
though they had Faith, therefore not to be Baptiſed now: or 
oo ; the, Lords Supper ſucceeds the Paileover:then if the little 
hildren and ſervants cate it, namely the Paſſover; with he 
reſt of the Family diſtinctly by themſelves in a houſe, then. ſo 
are little children and ſervants to cate the Lords Supper with 
the reſt of the Family diſtinctly in one houſe by themſelves 


now: and is this good reaſon? and yet what ever objectron can 


* againſt any of theſe. conſequences; will lie againſt yours 
Secondly, I ſay the body of the Jeuim Nation; were ſubjedt 
Circumciled according tg the Law. even when Chriſt died, yet 
the ſame were not ſubjects of Baptiſme according to the Gol- 
pell unull they gladly.reccived the word of God, AA. 2. 4k. _ 
| Thirdly, therefore i anſwer, that as Baptiſnie ſucceeds Cir- 
cumcifion, ſo doth the -commandement of Baptiſme ſucceed 


the coiumandement of Circumciſion, and the Subject com- 


wege 29. be Baptiled, dagh usr pad iche, ſubuect commanded 
"A 5 
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to be Circu nciſed: as therefore of old When perfens Were to 
be Circumeiiad. they had recourie to the Sommardernertt of 
_ -Circunicition for diroctien of themſelves in che parties ro be 
cirumeiled; 10 nowiought we to have recourte t tlie cor. 
mmandement of Baptiime for direction of our iel ves in the par. 
ties to be'Baprited, now therfore for to have recourſe to the 
commandement of Circumciſiom for to have direction in the 
parties ta be Baptiſet is not onely a failing ii method. order, 
and go. rum; but alfo cauicth a fleceſsity of erring, be. 
caule thecommandement of Cireumeiſion and the comman- 
demwent of Baptiime is of different ſubjects; and if We ſhould 
take the parti tobe Baptiſed from the commandement of Cir. 


cbnmcifion; then wo muſt Bapeiſe none but Males, and that on 


ths eighth day too; and thei Preſelyte muſt Baptiſe all his 
Males whether they have-Farth-or no, aid the Females mutt 
nod be haptiſed though they have never ſo much fatth ; wheras 
contrariweiſe the commandement of baptiſme 'requrreth the 
6 ot Diſciples, and onely Diſciples, a t both men 
andwotneh; Mul. 28. 1 8. (eh 4. 1, 1. act. 2. 38. 4. thaps 8. 11. 
e c ue. 47. Gl, 2. 26. 2. 18, 29. and what is the deſcrip. 
tion ofa Diſciple, fee Labę 14. 26, 7, 32 „ 
Fourthly, That which was the reaſon of palin! of the 
Sacrament was tho reaſon of the ehange of the fubject which 
the Saeramerit was to be ad miniſtred unto herupon it follow - 
ech. that by the fame reaſon that we take Infants to be baptiſcd, 
becauſe ſntants were formerly Circumciſed. by the ſame rea. 
eee eee i eee eg eee 
em men and to contequehtly the queſt ion of ap iſme ended. 
unleſſe it ould be pleadedy that ante MHankd be bapeifed and 
cireumciſed both: Now if it be abſurd ro circumciſe Infants 
now, notwithſtanding they eireumciſed thertt then, becauſe 
Chriſt is now come; who hath-put as end to Circumeiſion and 
all the Ceromonies of the Law: ſurely it is no leffe abſurd to 
baptiſe Infants how in felarion to therr citetmciſing of them 
theh, becauſe Chriſts edmming dothiput ati end to the ſubject 
alſo and hath iiiſtixuted atjothier Subject to be Baptifed, and 
— — 5 ——— in Chriſf, and onely 
thoſe ; 0 onlequetice of baptiſme ſucterding cir- 
eamcifion taken away. CES as — And 


enen 
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ing e Bapriſme, and nowierernains I ſhould make tome 
were'to your dilcourie touching the forme of the Church. | 


And firſt yon ſpeake of Agrecmens in'this; vie. I hat marter and 
farnve us ronjenture & Cburub, (to which we ds.apree) 
Alto you tay, Fharthe marter U a company of viſible $ gints, pro- 
feſſmg facrh im whe raghteoruſneſſe 1 accordingly, 
To chisTantwer, that this finitror)/ayrecth not to Infants, 
which you would make the tubjetts of baprztme who are borne 
—.— and areiby nature the children of wrath, Pi. 51. 5. 
'Sccondly, neitherdothit agree wich the conſtitusion of the 
Jewiſh Church (which you make to be a patterne for ours, by 
bringing ydur grounds from thener for the baptiſing of Infant) 
who never were required to make any ſuch profeſsion at the 
time of their admiſſion. as all the Churches ſince Chriſts com- 
ing are, and all the Members added; or to be added, do when 
they are added; AF. 3. 41. chap, 8. 12, 13. 37, 38. 10. 47. IT. 
15,16, 17 5 3 „„ 
So 5 aftor you have ſet down wherein we do agree, (as in- 
deed it were well if you did agree with your ſelfe in it) then you 


5 make a ure #berber Baprs me be not the forme of it, and your an- 
ſwer is Ws, and then you give Naar reaſons of that denyall, and 
: then you affirme, That Covenant ated 15 the forme ; to all Which 

L I antwer, firſt in generall, that we are to diftinguith. betwixt 

: thatwhich formeth and the forme which is formed. becaute 

l the forme of any thing according to the common and vulgar 

I, acception of forme is that outward frame. faſhion ene 

d the thing hath, wherby it is diſtinguiſhod or hath its dcnomi- 
ts nation; and to apply it to the queſtion in hand, the Church he- 
ſe ing an Aſſembly, the forme. faſhion; or figure thereof is the re- 
id lation or ſtate that every Member poſfeſſeth from Chriſt their 
to King and common head, and each with other, Wherby every 
m Law in every office or ſervice is communicable and executed; 
& ſo then neither Baptiſme nor a Covenant is the forme of the 
nd Church. but Bapriſme of believers is the inſtrumentall meanes 
ly by which the Charch commeth to be made partakers ot chat 
ir- forme which — which it comes to be a * | 
nd : 4 , 2 and 


* * 
—— . — — 
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A Confutation of 
uch a name ſetled upon it, and . 


15 to wt 


ſuchr nome ee unto it. t 
TheTriftr Liane then ofthe being of this Church, c 
borkfo Aer an F is by conſent love, thing fore forch - . 
om tlie Covenant of grace made in from one Lord through { 
one Spirit, one Faith, one Baptiſme: Eph. 4. 4. 5. and it any d 
of 'thefe meanesbe wanting, then ſomething is wanting that W 
cauſeth t e Church to be, and except that Want be ſupplied. the 
Chutth can have no viliple exiſtence or - being, and from — tl 
2 © OE atiſcth ,. that although Baptiſme be not the 0 
Ram feinen, or b or figure of the 9 — yet ſeeing Bap- W 
dme an eſſentiall part oy the meancs conducing to the — n 
of os. vi 35 Church, yea and the laſt meanes too; That Fl 
Gh ho ious. Baptiſme is es. e err. no-trvs viſible - 
1 * Secondly, Wherſoæver tris baptiline is adminiftred acceed. T 
ing to tile ill of Chri ik; in _ Scripture, there the true th 
2 227 60 Chareh 25 by that meines, ermely cenſtitured and en in his rae al 
2. | 11. 
It is 8 called the birth of water, Job. 34 5. 2 3 5 to 
As therefore the birth! Crt, ee from dun naturall Pa- re 
_ 15 that # which we teceive the beginning x _ . th 
bemg among the common ſtate of. an inde in the affaires of tr; 
fy corpora Hake even Feen eing the birch, of water, is co 
that wher lle receive the beginnin of our v _ - an 
our S pirituall eſtate among the Church and peopl e of G to 
the affaires appertaining to eternall life, but the firſt is true from tif 
the wks 5 baptiſme hath. with naturall birth, therefore at! 
thelccond by force of conlequenceisaliotru2. ns 
: Seoticly, t rgue from the forme of baptiſme, irheing a dip- net 
ping of the body into the water. and in that reſpect called aburi- fig 
allwich' Chriſt Kom. 6. 4. Col. 2. 12. detokeningour death and as 
"Arete brink! Gr of he A 
. Asthetfore therifing out of the raye at the la day is the (w 
begining of our riſing ve of in the ſtate of glory, ſothe riſing wh 
our of thewarerof baptiſm! is the beginning of our being in the T 
viſible ſtate of race, and the beginning of pur vifible We Ch 
life is e „Ce. in reſp aer their outward ſt ation. E 


Thir dly, 


a 


— 


A Confutation at 
an conſequently & 5 — Covenant, an 


Or ch 10 ee circumciſio INN 
. 22. 16. 1 Cor. 1. 13 

| n — — co all che duties or Ordinances of the Law, Gn! 5. 

i» } : ee ee pl Ordinances oth the Fein 

beingns 


ertore called | Pal. 2.3. 
. livery, of his pro 4 Di — there 

e e Ordinance ot God appointed to . 
geen a ouncheir dies mb che Sunent betore thus 
"The ae Wi rn. 
the 'coverignt ,;& 0 known here eby.to belong to the covenant, 


10 —— eing in ce lacs wher yhereas they that are 
ied WTR Of Þ 4 (4 — — 
rat 
RE 


d —— ong thereunto. 
abe perſon —— 


ed ſeme  Ordingrige to be 
— profesſion of Faith, hereby they 
may be viſi bly — to belong to the covenant of grace her- 
as 1 Sha Parts t. Heel cannot; be: fo: un and 


Flex pointed ſo to: dee 

4 257 fees 2 perlons pro feahirig Faith 

X * is it alone b they may be knowne accor- 

bent Fol God Laune cok to Ke in qt covenant of — and to 
2 v ö 2 

| A* a TOR che Kanga for Ba Baptiſine, Ar. 8 

1 5 9 8 . ſhroud Diſciples 

Na berg em, where note that baptiſing is a parti. 

ci 475 to the making of them, to — . or 

5 ollers in Guru, ſchoole, hereupon the words of Chriſt in 

unsfion, Mar. 16. 16. are, he that believeth and is baprifd 

(ball be ſaved : Faith puts a man into the State of ſalvation be- 

fore God: Baptiſme before men; and aſſoone as they were Dr 


e bapriſc, and and ſo ſtated a viſible afſembly, then to teach 
9 


hem to obferve all things whatſoever he had commanided them, 
ve 19.: 4k note, they were firſt to be a Church of | Chriſt; 
785 yt , they we to doe and obſerve as a Church of Chriſt, 


from w ence I reaſon. 


If the Commisſion for os eirea to the firſt = 
| planters 
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an "me N 
only tobe laſt thing 
Dileiples ry los fi rg ple, im 4 vinbte l — — 
1 rvatien ef all the reſt of the Ordi- 
nances of Chriſts —.—— then Baptiſme adminiſtred upon 
thole which are firſt tauglit, is that by which the true viſible 
Church is conffitnteg. ard ſtated in 1ts true being : but the tor- 
mer appeates by tlie gtotind before laid. ne 8 
Thus haye Icleated and provedtny poſttion, che Bope ine 
| isthe thing or inſtrument and meanes forming and conſtitu. 
ting of the Chittch thotgh it bee not the oltward taſhion, 
frame, figute, or forme of the Church formed; 3 .helefle 
becaute your Ar Fuments ſeeme 7 nit e 9275 ren this 
ſtated, I Will hoe det them in order as they lie Firft therefore 
you lay, that whith proeth being toa ſ hurch 7 be removed, if the 
Church ceaſe robe a (burch, | 
But Baptifmte rant be rev from a Chuich. «1 11+; 
To wicht f anrwwet, cktat it is A eaſfe to remove Baptiſme from 
20 LO Ante 34 ve Chiarch frombeing a 4 Church. 
5015 al rthith brthy w4antivg te 4 Cha bee breed, 
yer not 7 it 10 Ro 0 Church, that cannot be the forme of the Church, 
But Baptiſte muy bt wants 2 70 Terre ren ted and pes it be « 
chureb as — bog Joſhua 5. Ev 5; wt ow} | 
Anſwer, Ideny.the ſecond propoſftion:namety.that Baptiſme 
may be Wäntitig th & Church conffituted. becauiè it is coniſtitu- 
11 5 derer as we have proved before, neither will, Jeb 
e it; tho cafe of the Iſraelites being extraordina- 
12 _ ol difpetifation'frotr God hirnfelfe. inthe ſup- 
of e us Sacr 95 inthe clotid and Sea, Manni and 
eech re 6/1. ic en geh thetn wille tHeiFtravailes. 
hecellwily face the forb tara e of circumciſion, and the 
dae ich if ſuch riecesfity had not been, Would not have 


Nane peg RY ut the park e ing ſhonld have 
cut off; eremembers of 
the Church's Iſra e Tertore we may be 


wick yy thot 1 * 5 — ELF, ; 
t e Ii e ent of the ſu 
ale yon ow hel to Hetveintheir room; 918 


40 F 4 Confutat ion of | 
whenthey can, we gill then grant that thoſe,ng meancs from 


Godmay lerveto thee the 10 Wine mutt 

eghteited, with the rule of his Words nas 5 50 yethe 
Chime urch ee by ba pukngpt believers: | ana calcs, 
an 15 erwile. 10 


ou lay, That which & but an Aa 7471 cannot be 
lake 5 Ba tiſnee in but an dyn of fas 167 b: Ergo. 
0 A f anſ{were, this argument again i 
queſtion; asLhave ſtated ic, becaule that w ke 1 aßen 
may be a meanes of fortning and conſtituti g.of he ching to 
which it is adjoyned: 1o Baptiſme being a nibred upon be. 
lierers , may bea A es to conſzitute and opme chem into a 
ir * Oi. 
bo Ne ou lay, / 72 which ;1the ſeals of the Proc 255 1585 
be the former the Church : but Baptiſm 1 7e K. of th evenart, 
in * N Argument unt 


1 t 1275 of 150 8 
ie. ” 
ties 


ul lay 7 * which Femaings ES s 141 is no IT 


To whit I  anſivere,. [hats 


6rd ee Lot. 5 


member and 11 not te be eben We him uno Fele , that 


cannot be che farme of ahi Churgb . . 
ut Ba prilme remaines 10 eh a n man 890 Church hebe. 


Erg | 
105 ee zee i 1 allumption. but yet becauſe 
ho tumble 3 his argument moſt, 25 wil indeayour 


ae A ctory ani Wer, 11 


hat by whicha perlan bee Chriſt Wich. is Achat. t onel | 


by which he true ly profeſſeth Ba crime d Memberſhip with 
th 5 7 2 ddy. oh, Chritt ; ; whereupon it en : 
that n the e realon. that an on 15 0 
Men ro ga wich. 1 0 oo e Enie pil he muſt 
be concluded to ee Wend nd of Baptiſme allo, 


and the reaſon is (becauſe 5 5 15 be Nen pg deſtitpte of all 
the ends for which Baptiſme is 5 0 d ho and the Aa 
not 


ak von Mhich it 4 gdminiſtred ;. in that he poſleficr 


D 
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men like themſelves, yet —— deceive God, whole Ordi- 


Baptiſme — 
ſelte. Ren 
perign to 'Metnberſhip, we are to 
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faith though they pretend to have faith, then have they no righs 
to Baptiſme before God, who knoweth them to be deſtitute of 
faith. Yet becauſe they ſeeme to men to whom the power of 
{ich adminiſtration is committed, to have faith, they theriore 


are bound to baptiſe them; yet hach this baptiſme no true be- 


ing trom God, unleſſe and untill the parties do belicve in deed 
and in truth, as they ſeeme to do by their profeſsion. 

By all which it doth appeare plainly, that in every Ex:omme- 
icaie perſon, there is a neceſſary and unavoydable miſtake of him 


firſt or laſt either therefore firſt he was no believer, and to had 
no right to bapti{me, and 1o baptiſme had no true being in him, 


although he ſeemed to have faith or el ie ſecondly he is a belie- 
ver, when Excommunicate, and hath Chriſt and baptiſine in its 
true being, although now through the preyalency of error or 
ſinne he ſeemed to have no faith. | 
Therefore from hence it followeth that as a man falleth from 
hisfaith, he fallech from his baptiſme too, and as he returnes to 
his faith ſo he returnes to his baptiſme againe alto ; then it he 
ſeemeth to fall from his faith and doth it not really then ſo 
lkewite he ſe : meth to fall from his bapriſme allo. Then like- 


wile 
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"vl A Confutation 7 
wiſe I hefall wholly from the faith indeed, which he profeſſed 
ro have: as a man — do, then doth he fall wholly from his 
baptiſme indeed, and ſhall never have benefit by it. 


From whence 1 reaſon, as a man cleaveth to his baptifme ſo 


he cleaveth to the Church which is conſtituted by it, but as a 
man torlakes his Baptiſme fo hee forlakes the Church. 

But he that foriakes . and ends of baptiſme forſakes 
baptiſme which is adminiſtred upon thoſe grounds, and apoin- 
ted for thoſe ends. Ergo : | 
Baptiſme cannot be concluded to remaine when a man 15 no 
Church Member indeed and in truth. ; 

Secondly I reaſon, he that returneth to liis. baptiſme, return- 
eth to the Church which is conſtituted by it. | 

But he that returneth to the grounds and ends for which it is 
appointed and upon which it is adminiſtred, returneth to 
baptiſme in reſpect of its true being. Ergo | 

Hee that recurncth to baptiſme returneth to the Church 
which 1s conſtituted by it. 

And thus have I done with the negative arguments, and now I 
come to the affirmative, firſt therefore you ſay, That an out ard 
Covenant atted betmeene God and a company of believers to become one 
_ —_—_ „ and ſo the like among ſt. themſelves is the forme of 4 

COATED, 

To which Ianſwer, that the Covenant of God makes the 
Church, I grant, but that any can be concluded to have an out- 
ward being in the Covenant of the Goſpell now in the time of 
the Goſpell without baptiſme, is it which I deny, and require 
you to prove, having formerly proved the contrary. 

But whereas you ſpeake of a company of believers acting a 
Covenant to become one anothers amongſt themſelves to be 
the forme of the Church. 

To which I anſwer, that by the ſame reaſon, that if a Cove- 
nant acted to becom one & anothers amongſt themſelves, ſhould 
be the forme of the Church without being baptiſed for the pre- 
lent, by the fame reaſon they may refeive the forme of the 
Church without all the adminiſtrations of the Goſpell for the 
future, which I conceive would be abſurd to affirme. 


, neither is there any warrant that God hath appoin- 
tc 
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Juſants Baptiſme. 4 
ted men to aff any ſob covenant for any ſuch end, and therefore ſo 
to do is will-worſhip, vanity, the invention of man, and mens 
inventions in Gods worſhip are plaine ſuperſtitions and Hat 
breaches of the ſecond commandement, Then ſhalt not make to thy 
elfe, Cc. a 
F Au therefore if it be the forme of the Church, it muſt needs 
be a 2 perſtitious Church, which is formed by ſuch a Saperſtiu- 

In alt ion. 

Thirdly, a Covenant acted by believers to become one and 
anothers amongſt themſelves, may be with ignorance both of 
the nature and duties of a true Church, as 1s proved by the 
preſuppoſition of it to be the forme of the Church without 

baptilme, how then ſhould it be the forme of the Chic ch, tor 
if they be ignorant that the viſible Church muſt ſubſiſt of bap- 
tiſed ones, how can it be avoyded, but that they are ignorant of 
the nature of the true viſible Church? and being ignorant of the 
nature thereof, they are neceflarily ignorant of the duties there- 
of: for if — conceive that perſons ſhould be imployed in the 
ſervices of relation in the Church unbaptiſed, then they be ig- 
norant of the duties of the Church, becauſe all the externall 
ſervices of relation muſt flow from the viſible union and relati- 
on made in baptiſme, 1 Cor. 1. 13. chap. 12.13, Kew. 6. 3, 4, 5. 
Gal. 3. 26, 27. Fph. 5. 26. Col. 2. 12.20. compared chap. 3. 1. 2. 
Heb, 10. 22, 23, 24, 25. therefore it cannot be the forme of 
Chriſts true viſible Church. 

But let us examine your proofes. you ſay Fr, if the Kingdome 
of Heaven that es the Church ſtate that we nom have be the ſame that 
the [Temes had. then what was the forme of that 15 the ſer me of this. 

To which I anſwer, that if the Church-ftate we have now. be 
not the ſame with theirs, then the forme of that is not the forme 
of this : and then your argument is grounded upon an if; that is 
upon nothing: but the Church- ſtate we have now, is no: the 
fame that the Jewes had, that being conſtituted of a natural! 
ſced, according to the courſe of a naturall generation, this being 
conftitated of a Spirituall ſeed according to Gods gracious et- 
fectuall working by the powerfull preaching of the Goſpell by 
Spirituall regeneration, 44. 2. 41» A 

Secondly, whereas you w— a little before, that a Corey 
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acted by believers to become one anothers amongſt themſelyes 
to be the forme of the Church, and then argue from the State 
of the Jewes to prove this forme which neyer did forme them. 
ſelves io this; therefore ſurely tends to overthrow your ſelfe, and 
to argue from your proofe to overthrow your principle. 

But you fay, Thar che ferme of the Jewiſh Church ſtate was |uch a 
Cut hi 45 14 by you above exprefſed, this you cleave by 4 particulars as 


noufuy. firſt their entrarce into it with eAbrabam and his ſeed, was by 


w1ſrbleand outward Covenant, into which Keprobates aſwell as Elect were 
aamirred, aFIſhmacll and Eſaw. Gen. 17. and Circumciſion was not 
the Covenant but a teken of the Covenant, ver. 11 * 

Firſtl anſw er, this proues not the forme of the Church to be 
fuch a 1 as is by you above expreſſed, acted by a com- 
pan of believers to become one and anothers amongſt them- 
1eives, for abraham and his ſeed, Reprobates aſwell as Elect 
enter into it: Now Abraham was but one believer, and {/>maei 
his _ which entred with him, you. inſtance to be à Re- 

robate. h 

. Secondly.Tanfwer, that Circumciſion was not only a token 
of the Covenant but a part of the Covenant it ſelfe, being that 
whereby the parties circumciſed were bound to keepe the 
whole Lav/, Gal. 5. 3. and therefore God ſaith, Gen. 17, 10. This 
is my Covenat:t let every Man- child be circumciſed, and ver. 


13 He that is borne in thine houſe, and he that is bought with 


thy money, muſt needs be circumciſed, ſo ſhall my Covenant 
be in your fleſh : but the uncircumcited Man-child, in whole 
fleſh rhe fore- skin is not circuinciſed, even that perſon ſhall be 
cut off from his people. becauſe he hath broken my Covenant: 
therefore the Covenant here ſpoken of was ſuch as was entred 
into by Circumciſion, and not ſuch as was ated by a company 
of believers'to become one and anothers amongſt themſelves to 
be the forme ofthe Church 
But you would ſeeme to cleare it by a ſecend particular (viz) 
by the eſtabliſhment of it in the plame of Moab. 
But this eſtabliſi ment was by a Cherch-Covena» t Deut. 29. 30. 
16. » which they avorched Gedte be their G od, ad God avonched bey 
were his people. Deut. 26. 17, 8. vc tler conld circumgifios be any in. 
gredient here, becauſe the; had ot cricums'ſed any of 40, reares ever 
1 | 125 | ſince 
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nee they came ont of Egypt; nor did they circumciſe any till after Mo- 
{es 4nd Joſſiua· had b ought ther through lordan into the Land of Ca- 
yay, Joſhua. 5. 5. . i, | | 
To this I aniwer, that this covenant which was now eſtabliſh- 
cd, with the people of Iirael in the plaine of 4o4b; was the 
{ame covenant which was made with m, Iſaac and J aces, v. 
1;- which they entered into with God in the behalte of them- 
(elves, and their poſterity by being circumcitcd, Ges. 17. 10, 11, 
12 13, 14 compared 23, 24,25, 26, 27. Att. 7, 8. and cherefore 
being in the covenantbetorc, they did notbegin to be a Church 
now, and therefore this proves not that a covenant acted by a 
company ot believers to become one and anothers, ſhould be it, 
that ſhould conſtitute them co be a Church now. 
Secondly, whereas you lay , neither was circumciſion any ingredi- 
ert here, becanſe they haa not circumciſed any of 40. jeares, I anſwer, 
I conceive notwithſtanding, that circumciſion was an ingredi- 
ent in their parents who chereby entered into a covenant for 
thenielves, and theſe children even as the covenant here {peci- 
hed, did co mprehend the poſterity to come, ver. 15. | 
Thirdly the caſe of the Iſraelites was extraordinary, having 
peciall diſpenſation from God, in the ſupply of miraculous 
Sacraments» and ſignes of his grace as meanes of manifeſtation, 
in ſpeclall of the teſtification ot the covenant, as leading them 
through the red Sea dry, giving the clondy pillar by day, and the 
Pillar of fire by night, to guide and defend them miraculouſſy, 
cauſiing their clothes and ſhoes to remaine ſutable to their bo- 
dies and feete. without new ſupplies, and without waxing old. 
who were fed miraculouſly without bread even by Ha, and 
water out of the Rock, that they might thereby kno t hat he was 
the Lord their God. Det. 29. 5. 6. Whiles their travailes ne- 
ceflarily required the torbearance of Circumciſion and the 
Paſlcover. which necesſity if it had not been; it ſnould not have 
been ſo diſpenced with, Newberg 17, Ger, 17 14. which ne- 
cesfirv, ſe ing it came to paſſe by Gods commanding them. to 
journey in the Wilderncife, therefore did in the roome of Cir- 
cumciſion for that tinie, ſupply with ſuch miraculous Sacra- 
ments which are no rules in ordinary caſes, as may appeare by 
their ceſlation aſſoone as _ came into the Land of comp 
3 : | WUO 
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who then were preſently led by ordinary rules, as Circumeition, 
and the Paſleover, eh. 5. wherefore in ordinary caſes circumci- 
ſion was the diſtinction of Jew and Gentiles, and the meanes of 
the conſtitution of the Church of Iſrael, Ges. 17. 10. 11, 12 15, 
14. Exodus 12.48, Al. 7, 8. Rom. 3, 1, 2. Exzck. 44.9. AF, 11, 
2, 3. chap. 16.1. 3. Rem. 2. 25,26, 27, 28, 29. chap. 3. 30. and 4. 
| Epbeſ. 2.11. Thel. 3. 2, 3. 5. Col. 2. 13. 1 Sam. 17-26 36. 
- Hereupon it followeth, that although the Church of ſac 
were a people in covenant with God,yet the way of entrance in- 
to this covenant viſibly, and ſo the conſtitution of this Church 
was ordinarily circumciſion. Therefore as a covenant acted by a 
company of believers to become one and anothers, was not the 
forme of that Church then, buta ſpeciall communication ot 
Gods covenant. by circumcifion ordinarily , with the whole 
Nation believers and Infidells, and whoſoever of any Nation 
that would be circumciſed, and come to /ernſaten to worſhip; 
much lefle hath it any conſequence to prove it ſo now. | 
But the the third particular by which you wonld cleare it, is by the 
Tewes, renewing them(clves after ſome 4 eſtas, 2 Chron. 15.12, 13. 
16: and 24. 30.31- Neb. 9. 38. 10-1, From whence you reaſon. 
That without which they could not ſtand in a right Church-eſtate, 
that rs the forme of che Church, but without the renewall of their ceve- 
nant „ they conld not ſtand in 4 right and pure Church. Eſtate, 
Erpe. 
To the aſſumption I anſwer, that the Jewes made a covenant 
to ſeeke the God of their Fathers, I grant ; that they did well in 
ſo doing , I grant alſo ; but they could not be in a Church-ſtate 
without ſo doing I deny, and you hav- not proved, and I will 
ove the contrary : firſt becauſe they were the Church of God 
ore. Secondly. that which was now renewed had a bèing be- 
fore, and the making of this covenant was but animating,and in- 
ablmg them to doe that which they were ingaged, and bound to 
doe before by th:ir circumciſion, G4. 5. 3 and therefore as 
thisrenuisg of their cov: nant is not by your Argument proved 
to be the forme of the Church, then much leſſe hath it any con- 
ſequence to prove that a covenant ated by a company of be- 
liovers to become one and anothers amongſt * , 15 the 
forme of a Church now. | 
But 
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But the fourth particular by which you would cleare it, 5 

em their deiſſalution, from whence you reaſon thus. 

That which being taken away makes them ceaſe to be a ¶ hureh, that is, 
the forme of the Chureb, but the diſſolving of the govenant is the making 
of them ceaſe to be a Church. Ergo, 

That the taking «way of the covenant maketh this ceaſe to be a Church 
you lay, is cle ae from Zach. 11. 10. 14. hence it was propheſied 
off, and from the New Zeſtament, hence it is ſhewed bow it is accompliſh.. © 
ed after the death of Chriſt, : 

To which I anſwer, firſt that the covenant of grace is eternall, 
the things thereof remaining unſhaken,the Kingdom that comes 
by it cannot be ſhaken, Heb. 12. 27, 28. the Ordinance of Bap- 
tilme which belongs unto it, the fruit and benefit of it is — ; 
the Church which is conſtituted by it is never diflolyed , 
but remaines to all eternity tor it to be admmiſtred onely to be- 
lievers , Act. 8. 37. And Chritt ſaith , hee that believerb in him 
ſhall never die. lobn 1 1. 26+ 

Secondly, as the taking away the coyenant makes the Church 
to ceaſe: 10 it onely proves the covenant to be the ground of the 
Church, and the Church only to have a being, as it is ſtated up- 
on that ground, and that 1s in participating in the covenant, and 
not otherwiſe : now the queſtion being ot the · viſible Church, 
then there muſt needs be a viſible participation of the covenant, 
or otherwiſe there can be no viſible being; now there was no vi- 
fible participation of the covenant made with the people of / 
rael, before the comming of Chriſt ordinarily , and by ordi- 
nance before circumciſiↄn, neither is there any viſible partici- 
pation of the covenant ſince Chriſt. by order of appointment 
without, or before Baptiſme: therefore circumciſion then, and 
Baptiſme now miiſt be it, by which they are conſtituted or con- 
cluded to have a viſible being in the covenant , and conſequent- 
ly the Church to have a vitible being, in reſpect of this viſible 

participation in the covenant, whereupon it followeth that if 
the covenant be diſſolved or ceaſeth, or be taken away, needs 
muſt the circumciſion or baptiſme, which is the ordinance of 
participation be diffolyed, ceaſe, or bee taken away , whereby 
their relation or being a viſible member doth conſiſt. 


Now then, tecing that the covenant which was before cn 
;"- 


40 4 Confttation of 


did cermonially lead to Chriſt, and is in that; reſpect diflolyed, 5 
cealed and taken away; then cireumeiſion by Which pertons had 
vifible partici pa. ion thereot : is alto diſlolved. ceaſed and taken 
aways and 10 cont.guently the viſible Church of the Jewes ccat- 
ed as was prophecied Z c. 1. 10. 14. and was accom pliſhed at 
the deach of Chriſt at which time the partition wall was bro- 
ken, Add. 3. 41. 10. 28. Che 2, 13,14 15 I, © 

And alio ſeeing the covenant fince Chriſt is ratified by the 

death and bloud of the Lord Jeſus the Teſtator, cannot be re- 

moved, ditfolyed, ccated and taken away (as you your ſelfe at- 

firme in your third propolition , and fourth period) then Bap- 
tiſme adminiſtred upon belic vers, by which they have vilible 
participation thereot, cannot be removed, diflolved, ceaſed, and 
taken away. Tt: r 

Therfore the true viſible Church now in reſpect of the ground 
of it, cannot be removed, diſſol ved ceaſe, or be taken away. 

Onely two exceptions necd explication: firſt the true Church 
may posſibly die, and none furvive them in the ſame viſible ſtate: 
Ergo, the true viſible Church may be removed, diſſolved cealed. 
and taken away- ref x : 

_ Secondly: perions may teeme tobe, and not be true member; 
of the true viſible Church, Which afterwards may ſhew them- 
{elves otherwiſe, and to the Church may ceaſe. 

To the firſt I aniwer, that the ceſſation of the Church by 
death is but onely to our outward view , for to our Faith it 15110 
more ceaſed, then their relation to the covenant is ceated , and 
the relation which the taithtull have in, and to the covenant 
when they die doth not ceaſe; no morethen the. covenant it 
{elte, whereupon ſuch a relation is grounded doth , which is a: 
firme as God himſelfe the mak:r of the covenant is. 

Secondly as the outward view of the Hurch ceaſeth . ſo the ou:- 
ward view of their relation to the Church by Baptiſme ceaſech 
alto. by which they had viſible participation — the body ot 
Chriſt and lierefore this excepcion hinders not, but that the 
true viſible Church of the New Teftament conſtituted by the 
Baptiſm of believers, by which they have vifible partiC1pait- O 

on cannot be removed, diſſolved, ccaſed or taken away. 0 
To the ſecond exception Janſwer, that the coyenant canno: 

x : properly 
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pr operly be ſaid to be diſſolved, ot taken away from ſuch as only 
Rented to be inthe covenant, and were not indeed and in — 
in it, but when they manifeſt themſelves to bee what they are. 
they doe declare that they never were in covenant with Chriſt 

at all, and therefore the diſſolving of the Church, in reſpect of 
kypoctites, is not by diſſolving or taking of the covenant from 
them. but by diſcoveringof themto be ſuch as never had any true 
right to Baptiſme, Which therefore hath now no true being in 
them, and conſequently were never in the covenant, 1 leb 19. 
From all. which it doth appeare t hat the covenant (no not of 
God himſelfe) cannot be the forme of the Church, but only 
the ground whereupon the Church is ſtated, and it is conftits- 
ted by participation, and viſibly by viſible participation, and 
chat is onely Baptiſme, and the continuance in the Church, is 
the continuance of the manifeſtation of the ſame participation. 
poſſeſſed by Baptiſme, therefore Baptiſine of believers is the 
conſtitution of the viſible Church of Chrift. 
But from theſe 4. particulars, you argue, That if an e#twerd Cove- 
nant was the forme of the Church under the old Teftament, then ic it the 
ſerme of the Churches under the new Teſtament : But the former is true 
rgo. N | 
To which Ianſwer,denying both antecedent and conſequent alfo 3 
for if the Covenant of God himſelfe is not the forme of the Church 
of the old Teſtament (but only the ground upon which the Church 
was ſtated ) much leſſe cin it be ſaid that an outward Covenant acted 
by the people of Iſrael, acom oy of them to become one and ano- 
hers, is the form of the Church but leaſt of all doth ĩt prove ſuch a 
thing to forme the Church now : But the fermer is manifcſted by 
What is ibove faids Erge. | | 
Your arguments from the new Teftament follow, Firſt, but you 
further prove it from the new Teftamen*, you ſay from Mat. 18. 
20. That it i a company not baptifing themſelves but e thewſclus 
together in his camo, where the word wſcd dorb 83 and commonly 
Heifi a Church, Fr ſnageguifng, 26 Jeb. 20.19. Act. 4.31, 
E 4. & 14.37. & 1 Cer. 1 5. 6. 30. & 20.8.1 5.8. 
Io which I anſwerę, that dene ir be a company not baptiſing 
themſelves, yet do none of the Scriptures prove that a company ot 
pabapriſed perſons have this name ne Charch given un- 
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o them: and cherfore the afſemb ing of perſons meerly is not the 
c auſe of that denominationin the Scripture ſence : but when their 
Baptiſme is the cauſe of their aſſembling, wherby they do aſſemble, 
in the name of Chriſt , in whoſe name they are Baptiſed, that is the 
reaſon why the Scripture affords them the denomination of Chriſts 
true viſible Church; for they were the aſſemblies of D ſciples, and 
Diſciples were all Bꝛptiſed, being firſt taught, Ieh, 4. I. 2. Mat. 28.18. 
- You ſay, Looke what makes a member of a Church co be « member, or 
no member, chat makes 4 (hurch to be 4 Church or wo ( burch i and f 
that u the forme of it, there is the ſame reaſon of the whole that & of every 
JT height 1 3 | = OY 
But the making,or diſmemberiug, or reſtoring of a member, it by a Ce- 
venant (acked, to become que and anothers)Elay 56 4.6. 2 
To hich Lanſwer, thai the Covenant or God 1s the ground upon 
whichthe Church andevery member therof is ſtared, I grant, and 
have formerly proved: but th at a Covenant ated by any to "ecome 
one and a others amongſt themſelves, ſhould forme the member or 
Church, either is by me denyedʒ neit her doth Blay 56.4 6 prove any 
ſuch thing, for it only faith, The Eunuches that take tiold of my Co- 
venant, and the ſtranger that embraceth my Covenint, that is were 
Circume iſed, and pertormeth the duties which they were boui d to 
performe by Circumciſion, Gal. 5,3. thould have a place in his houſe, 
and not by acting a Covenant to become one and anothere, and neg. 
lecting of Circumciſion. | 
3. You fay The compariſon i of a Church with a candleftich Rev. 1, 
12.20. looke what un the forme of a candleſtiche, the ſame by proportion i 
the pop a (burch ; as the matter ſignifies the matter of a Chu: chpre. 
t ionabiy. | 2s | a AR: 
But he ſerm ef a candlſt ebe it the jayring toegerber the ſhaft andthe 
Liranches, which fpgnifies C L riſt and wake 9 8 which 


cannot be but by agreement ir Covenant. . 8 
To which I anſ wer. I grant the compariſon and the propor- 
tion alſo. but that this cannot be but by an outward agreement 

or covenant ated by a company of belieyers to become one and 
- anothers amongſt themſclyes, is the thing that f den); for 
2 perſons may be united to Chriſt by faith and baptiſmn?, and ſo 
tated in the Covenant of Grace, and members of che viſible 
Church proportionably, like as the forme of a Candleſtick 


— 
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the joyning together the ſhaft and the branehes, 22 

' Fourthly, -You ſay, IH the —— of the Candleſtick, and fo the 

wneburcheng of them be by diſſolving of the Covenant andt heir fellowſyip 

asro thew Zack, 11. 10 14. by difſipition, then that was the forme 

of it, ei e n 

5 1 romeving of the Candleſtick is the diſſolving of the Covenant and 

their fellemſbip thereby : 4510 them b diſſipation, Zach. 11. 10 4. 

Therefore that was the forme of it. 

To which anſ wer, deny ing the ſeconꝗ propoſit ion, beeauſe the 
everlaſt ng Covenant of che new Teſtament eſtabliſhed by the blood 
of Chriſt, Caunor be ſh-k*.', removed, diſſolved, but remaineth for 

ever, Heb, 12.27 28. 13 20. and therefore the Covenant upon which 
te Church is Rated), now d th differ from thit whieh waz before 
ehe comming o Citiſt, upon which che Li Church as ſtated 
leeing that wis diſſaußble, tut this is undiffolubte, Nb. S. 13. and 
there ore thei; Kn om of heaven was ſhaken and taken {way Z ae. 
11. 10. 15. eb. 12. 26, 27, 28. Mat. 21.43. Hag. 2 7. and this 
King eme cannot be ſhak n ad, take Way. in. Fel ect. of the 
| 1 7 and fonndation upon wich it is built, Eeb. 12. 8. Alas. ij 6. 
18,19. 7 WG 
A d as for the temiovirg of che Candleſticke, and ſo the unehurch. 
ing the of them; + is only by a d\coyaIy op lay ing open, or manifeſta- 
tion of a pcpie to bee void of any pactieiꝑation of the Covenant 
wich formerly they profeiled, were eſtecincd, and had a name to 
bay , 1 J h. 1. 19- R. 3. I. aud not the d flulvinger taking away 
of 2 C euant frow them, Wh!Ca ond they 99855 ii jo yen, much 
leſſe is it the diſſo.ving the outw ar Toviaanr, add by atovenant 
of beſievert, to becoine one and an 0: her amoi;git chemſelves ; The 
u churching of them, wi. ich as the acting of it is will- wo. ſh p aud 
no oi dinance 6 G d, and ſothe church fa c. nſtituted meeriy Anti- 
cht mer of ſuch C -v-nant cannot be the unchur- 
ching of any true churches, becauſc Iews Chriſt hath. no Churches, 
in true viſible being ſo conttituted. 
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47 AT the old Covenant i anc and the ſame as ellle. 
teen the time of Abraham and Moſes 48 fem 
thi! lime of Moſes and Chriſt, 4.2.4 
2 Thetppicall nat are of the 0 Covenine with FR, a, ation 
| thereof" Aeſtribed. page, II, 1 2.1 L 
Thai the Covenant now fince Chriſt is not the ſame that wat 
"be fert with Abrahams poſterity is ibe fleſh. 
page 12. 14,13, 16, 17,18, 19; 
tha the graze of God] is never the more ſtraitned, but in- 
darged to our ſeed after thefleſh, thou htbey be not in the Co- 
dena, nem 45 they are our ſeed according io the fleſb.p19.19, 
That the cir camciſting df Infants, nor yet the Old Covenant 
bal m0 conſequence to prove che bamaſiag Infants. 
| Pe, 31, 22, 23, 24, 29. JO. 33, 34. 
6 That ind b aptifing of beleevers i is ile — of conſtitutinę 
PIE Ira: wpble Churches in the _ of the Goſyell, 
, 36, 377 381 39, 40, 472 
7 Thes Covenentafled to 1 a0 go? among 
en, auunet be the forme, of ie vißble Cherch. 
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